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JOSIAH WEDGWOOD 


Many have suffered a heavy blow 
in the death of Josiah Wedgwood, In 
English Parliamentary circles the mem- 
ber from Newcastle-under-Lyme was 
very popular. In the British Labor 
Party he was one of the foremost 
builders, and remained to his last day 
one of its most independent and yet 
most loyal partisans. But the blow 
suffered by the Jewish people and by 
Zionism must seem to us the most 
painful. For he was ovr Wedgwood 
in many ways: the irreplaceable Eng- 
lishman who was completely devoted 
to our affairs, concerned with our woes, 
our struggles and hopes, the one whom 
we regarded as practically one of our 
own. 

At the age of seventy-one, Wedg- 
wood stood in the midst of a colorful, 
exciting life. On his father’s side he 
was a scion of a great and wealthy in- 
dustrial family; and his great-great 
grandfather was that Josiah Wedg- 
wood who founded the famous porce- 
lain pottery works. There is also 
another Wedgwood tradition, of gener- 
ations of active devotion to the cause 
of oppressed peoples. His great-great 
grandfather stood up for the American 
Revolution. Other Wedgwoods have 
been supporters of the liberation of 
Hungary, Italy and Poland. The heroes 
of Wedgwood’s youth were men who 
stood out against the State and the ac- 
cepted opinion. The ideal he was 
taught was that there can be no higher 
duty than to fight for the weak and 
helpless. And such ideals formed the 
whole course of his life, which was a 
continuous battle for those who had 
been robbed of their rights, a battle 
conducted in the government, outside 
the government and on occasion 
against the government. 

Wedgwood was an ardent English 
patriot and a protagonist of the Brit- 
ish Empire. But his country and his 
Empire were dear to him as a great 
historic heritage contributing to hu- 
man freedom. He regarded the advan- 
tages and the power which nature or 
circumstances had granted to his peo- 
ple as imposing an obligation. He 
considered the British Empire as a 
testing ground for procedures of peace- 
ful human advance and new forms of 
social association, as a school in which 
backward or politically immature peo- 
ples should be educated to freedom 
and independence. As an individual, 
also, he was convinced that his privi- 
leged status and freedom from mate- 
rial cares made him a debtor to others 
who were less fortunate. 

It was the custom of the Wedgwood 
family for one son in each generation 
to devote himself to the family busi- 
ness, while the others served the pub- 
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lic interests which appealed to them. 
Wedgwood was not one of those who 
entered into the pottery works. He 
planned to be a marine engineer, and 
upon completing his studies spent sev- 
eral years as an instructor in a British 
Admiralty shipyard. During the Boer 
war he served in the army, and was 
elevated to the rank of captain. This 
was his introduction to the colonial 
problem, with which he became more 
intimately acquainted as a judge among 
the natives of South Africa. 

His Parliamentary career began in 
1906. At first he was a liberal of the 
aggressive and militant type, fighting 
for such unpopular causes as agrarian 
reform, better treatment of the natives 
in Africa, and the suffrage for women. 

In the first World War, Wedgwood 
re-entered the army. As a man of broad 
culture he was equally at home in 
Goethe as in the British poets. But he 
regarded Prussianism as the greatest 
threat to human freedom, and Anglo- 
American democracy as its greatest 
promise. 


Returning from the wars as a Col- 
onel, he joined the Labor Party, be- 
coming one of its leading spirits in the 
early post-war years of its spectacular 
expansion. He was a member of the 
first Labor Cabinet until his conflict 
with Ramsay McDonald. The two 
were separated by a_ psychological 
chasm: McDonald, a child of extreme 
poverty, whose personal ambitions 
were often identical in his mind with 
the interests of the Labor Party, a man 
who could be swayed by a smile from a 
Noble Lord or a Lady Londonderry; 
Wedgwood, a man without petty am- 
bitions, whose wealth was a constant 
reminder to him of his obligations, and 
who was thoroughly imbued with the 
knightly motto, “I serve”. 

In recent years Wedgwood was no 
longer active in the Labor Party lead- 
ership, although he continued in the 
Commons and later in the House of 
Lords. The folk of his town, where his 
family had lived for generations, could 
never have conceived of being repre- 

(Continued on Page 29) 
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Comments of the Month 


COMIN Rt 


THE AMERICAN JEWISH CONFERENCE 


cy August 29-September 2, five hundred dele- 
gates, elected by Jews of this country to consti- 
tute the American Jewish Conference, will assemble 
in New York. 


From the moment they convene, the various or- 
ganizations and partisan groups among the American 
Jews will have been synthesized into a new authority, 
set up within the agreed functions of the Conference: 
to recommend plans for reestablishing a proper Jew- 
ish status in the post-war world; to recommend action 
for the implementation of Jewish rights with respect 
to Palestine; and to elect a delegation to achieve these 
purposes in cooperation with the authorized represen- 
tatives of Jews throughout the world. 


Within their terms of reference, the delegates to 
the Conference will be guided by their own convic- 
tions and their own judgment. Theirs is the re- 
sponsibility for drawing up a sound, effective pro- 
gram dictated solely by the tragic needs of world 
Jewry now and in the post-war world; and carried 
out by the ablest, most devoted, and loyal delegation 
American Jews can afford. 


The authority vested in the Conference by Amer- 
ican Jewry is too great for anyone lightly to defy it 
after it reaches its conclusions. Its program will and 
must be that upon which the American Jews as a 
whole will act. The responsibility lying upon the 
delegates to make it a sound program is, therefore, a 
great and solemn responsibility. 


A WARNING 


fee STATEMENT made by Moshe Shertok, 
Chief of the Political Department of the Jewish 
Agency, during his recent visit in Cairo will cause 
great concern to all Jews who are interested in Pales- 
tine. It will be a great mistake if this prediction is 
not regarded seriously in London and Washington. 
The strict censorship rules which have been intro- 
duced for the duration of the war both in Palestine 
and in Egypt make it impossible to discover the exact 
character of the conversations which Shertok has 
had with British representatives in Cairo. We are 
not certain that we here know the precise reasons 
which caused him to predict that, in certain circum- 
stances, the Jews in Paletsine, too, are capable of 
fighting for their interests by “direct action.” 


At the very beginning of the war the Jewish 
Agency, the majority of the Yishuv, and its most ac- 
tive and militant section, the organized Jewish Labor 
Movement, expressed their purpose in the following 





well-known formula: “To support England in the 
war as though there had never been a White Paper, 
while combatting the White Paper by all legitimate 
political methods just as though there had been 
no war.” Notwithstanding the veritable sabotage 
of the Palestine administration which we have re- 
peatedly encountered in our efforts to cooperate with 
Great Britain in the war, this is the formula which 
has been conscientiously followed for four entire 
years. In this respect, as Shertok stressed in his Cairo 
declaration with the full weight of authority of the 
bodies which he represents, our policy remains’ un- 
changed; and as long as the war continues, no respon- 
sible Jewish leader will ever entertain the idea of 
fighting for our ends by revolutionary methods. At 
the same time however, Shertok felt it necessary to 
indicate clearly that Jewish political leadership in 
Palestine can issue no guarantee against the spon- 
taneous outbreak, even during the war, of serious acts 
of rebellion if the Jewish population is heedlessly 
provoked. 


It is reported from Cairo that the British and 
American governments plan in the near future to 
issue a joint statement concerning their post-war po- 
litical plans for the Near East, and Palestine in par- 
ticular. Shertok appears to be acquainted with the 
nature of the proposed declaration; and in his opin- 
ion, which we must accept as qualified, it is likely 
to constitute such a provocative act that the author- 
ized Jewish leadership will be unable to control the 
Jews in Palestine. He therefore considered it his 
duty to warn public opinion, and above aH, the 
British government that certain actions on its part 
would be likely to lead to bloodshed for which 
Jewish leadership could not be held responsible. 
There is a limit to Jewish patience, too, and to Jewish 
ability to bear disappointments, humiliations, and, 
worst of all, the rain of all hope for the future. 


The time has not yet come to write the full history 
of Jewish self-discipline and restraint during the 
four years of this war. The Jews have given, fre- 
quently in spite of official and unofficial sabotage, 
tens of thousands of sons and daughters to the 
English army. Neither the crime committed against 
the Struma passengers, nor the shame of the Patria 
and the Aflantic interrupted for a single day the 
organized Jewish effort to aid Britain in the war 
against our common enemy. Production and trans- 
port facilities, technical and other skills, and the very 
lives of our youth were not stinted. English military 
men know that even those who were brutally dragged 
from their beds and deported from Palestine to the 
island of Mauritius simply because they attempted to 
save themselves from Hitler’s massacres by “illegal” 
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entry into the Jewish Homeland, later provided vol- 
unteers for the British army. Thousands of recruits 
stifled their bitter resentment against the White 
Paper; against the sealing of their Homeland to 
the entry and rescue of at least a part of those whom 
Hitler had condemned to be exterminated; their in- 
dignation at the petty, empty explanations by which 
this inhuman policy was “justified”; the delay and 
trifling formalities which hampered the negotiations 
for the admission of those few who were to be per- 
mitted to come to Palestine, until it became impos- 
sible to rescue them, or until nobody remained to 
be rescued; against the democracies’ numerous sins 
of omission which itis perhaps not now the time 
to record. 


Whence had they the strength to overcome their 
outrage and embitterment, their well-founded mis- 
trust and the natural impulse to acts of desperation 
in order to cooperate fully with a government which 
should have helped us and did not, which despised 
the solemn commitments that it had taken upon it- 
self towards us years before? It would be an error 
to suppose that they were sustained only by their 
hatred of Hitler. In order to be capable, during four 
years of war, of that discipline and devotion to which 
both the British government and the army had to 
yield homage, they needed, in addition to that hatred, 
a certain faith in the future. They believed, despite 
everything, that a new world would confirm our 
rights to existence, to human and national dignity in 
our own land; that after the Nazi nightmare is over, 
the victorious democracies would atone for the sins 
they had been guilty of against us, and would permit 
us to rebuild a home for the millions of uprooted 
Jews who will survive the holocaust which has en- 
gulfed the Old World. This hope that justice would 
prevail, that the democratic world would show itself 
capable—let us speak it plainly and frankly—of 
repentance, gave our youth in Palestine the moral 
strength of self discipline and made possible their 
achievements in war service. 


From Shertok’s statement in Cairo we may infer 
that the new political measure now contemplated in 
London and Washington is of a kind to subject that 
hope to a very severe trial. It was his right and duty 
to issue a warning against the possible consequences 
of the new injustice intended against us. As we 
understand his prediction, it is that a tense and dan- 
gerous situation exists in Palestine, and the Brit- 
ish authorities and the United States should be 
informed of this in time. He made no threats; he 
simply indicated what the barometer reading is: the 
masses of Jews in Palestine are capable of going 
over the heads of their authorized leaders and under- 
taking rebellious acts, in spite of their tried and tested 
loyalty and devotion to our cause in the war. 
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Although we are far removed from the scene of 
Palestine, Shertok’s prediction is one that can be 
readily agreed to. We do not forget and we should 
not like others to forget that almost every Jew in 
Palestine has several close relatives in Europe who 
have died on Hitler’s gallows or under his flame 
throwers or in the gas chambers in the various “ex- 
termination centers.” To wreck the last hope of such 
a Jew would be simply to drive him out of his mind 
and force him into the fierce “courage” of extreme 
disillusionment. It will not be the fault of the Jews 
if such a loss of balance should express itself in acts 
which we should all later deeply regret. 


THE CONTINUING EMERGENCY 


T IS now three months since the Bermuda Con- 
ference broke up without a public report. It was 
two months before that event that the State Depart- 
ment revealed its plan for an Anglo-American con- 
ference on the refugee problem; and this announce- 
ment came five months after the reports of Nazi mass 
murders in the Jewish ghettos of occupied Eastern 
Europe. To this day, the plans for rescuing refugees 
adopted at Bermuda have been only hinted at. There 
has been only one announcement of an unknown 
number of refugees not further described who have 
been “rescued”—that is to say, probably, brought 
from a neutral country to United Nations’ territory. 
It is clear that the rescue of the “potential refugees” 
in Europe has not advanced at all in almost a year. 
There is no need to recount the progress of the other 
side, the enemy, wiping out the “potential refugees.” 
What we know is enough to make us fear to know 
more. 

Since the Bermuda Conference broke up, the Joint 
Emergency Committee for European Jewish Affairs 
has followed its announced policy of not discussing 
the question publicly until after the official report 
appeared. (It is perhaps necessary, after all this 
time, to remind our readers that the Emergency 
Commtitee is a combination of the Agudath Israel, 
American Emergency Committee for Zionist Affairs, 
American Jewish Committee, American Jewish Con- 
gress, B'nai B'rith, Jewish Labor Committee, Syna- 
gogue Council of America, and Union of Orthodox 
Rabbis, for the purpose of rescuing the Jews of 
Europe.) The Bermuda report has not been pub- 
lished. and the silence of organized Jewry has not 
been broken. It was left to a semi-private body of 
men, to a group of promoters, press agents, commen- 
tators, both Jews and Gentiles—The Emergency - 
Conference to Save the Jews of Europe—to say what 
the leaders in Israel refused to say for reasons of 
protocol and formality: that the need of rescue grows 
more terrible by the hour; there is no hope that the 
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intergovernmental committee proposed at Bermuda 
will solve it because it has no intention of trying to 
save “potential” refugees; and something, somehow 
must be done to save them now—perhaps precisely 
because the beginning of the end is clearly upon us. 
The last hours before Victory may be the most des- 
perate ones for the Jews of Europe, unless specific 
steps are taken to rescue them or at least obtain 
guarantees of their safety. 


“The Jewish problem ... can be solved” said 
Congressman Will Rogers, Jr., at the Emergency 
Conference to Save the Jews of Europe, “if we take 
it out of the dossiers of the diplomats and place it 
in the heart of humanity.” The Congressman, of 
course, did not mean what he said about taking the 
Jewish problem out of the dossiers of the diplomats. 
The trouble is that it has never been in them and 
that is precisely why nothing has been done. One 
reason for this has certainly been that the Jewish 
problem could never get past the minds of liberal 
humanity in order to come at its heart. The happiest 
omen of the recent Rescue Conference was that it 
demonstrated a beginning of the realization that 
there is a special problem which must be dealt with 
in its own terms, and not in unrelated generalities. 
When to Ben Hecht, there are added Samuel Grafton 
and Max Lerner, Dorothy Parker and all the others 
who, for the first time see that “the Jews are a special 
case,” “Jews are killed as Jews,” then indeed it 
appears the Jewish problem is beginning to enter 
the hearts of liberal humanity in America. 


Concrete attempts to save the Jews of Europe— 
attempts which may become more rather than less 
vital now that the tide of battle has swung to our 
side—will come when the special Jewish problem 
in Axis Europe enters the dossiers of the diplomats, 
as well. This, obviously, will be achieved, if at all, 
by the efforts of more authoritative Jewish bodies, 
rather than by the public conferences. There are 
only few signs of progress in this sector. The re- 
vamped Intergovernmental Committee for Refu- 
gees is to get its executive staff soon, and the Ber- 
muda recommendations will be published. Lord 
Cranborne has stated that the Jewish interest in the 
matter will be recognized to the extent at least that 
a Jewish representative will have a place at the de- 
liberations of the Committee. But both American 
and British statesmen continue to reiterate that the 
problem must be treated as a general one to be 
solved, ultimately and completely, by Victory. 


There is at least a chance that in the case of the 
Jews, Victory may not be a solution. The United 
Nations cannot take that chance. We must make 
the rescue of the Jews a military objective now, and 
not a post-war problem, because the United Nations 
cannot afford to risk the loss of a whole people in 
Europe. 








THE ForRTUNATE ITALIANS 


| gwen has gone. For twenty years he ruled 
the Italian people by castor oil and black-shirt 
gangs, balcony speeches and emblazoned displays of 
his face and utterances. He forced them to echo the 
slavish “SI, SI, SI” on their ballots and buildings. 
He taught them the parrot chorus “Chay-Doo, Chay- 
Doo, Chay Doo!” But hardly anybody was much 
surprised when, after his passing, it was discovered 
that he had really done nothing—certainly very little 
—to the Italian people. 


There is a great mystery about the fate of peoples. 
Who can tell why it was, or how it came about that 
the Italian people were able to maintain a core of 
innocence; by what grace they were not entirely 
muddied by the fascist contagion? Why was it that, 
for all the formally accepted anti-Semitism of Musso- 
lini’s latest phase, the people were not affected; the 
Italian troops in France treated Jews considerately; 
and from persecuted Yugoslavia, Jewish refugees fled 
to Italy? Why was it so simple and obvious a matter, 
even for Badoglio, to waste no time in scrapping the 
anti-Jewish laws, together with the other external 
and unessential symbols of Fascism? 


The Italian people are fortunate that in the hour 
of the tyrant’s resignation, they had names of living 
compatriots to paint on their walls, names of men, 
in many cases, still living in Italy. They had Bene- 
detto Croce as a symbol of their integrity to whom 
to send greetings. They could acclaim the Pope. 
They could call back Toscanini to open the session 
at La Scala. And they had the memories of Matteoti 
and a host of others who resisted, who did not 
accept. They do not have to rely on Badoglio alone, 
or on all those others who lightly accepted and con- 
veniently discard their public conscience and morals. 
The Italian people are fortunate that among their 
great men and their obscure masses fidelity was pre- 
served to a more permanent and quieter inner voice, 
which the trumpetings of the Duce could never 
silence. 


THe “FREE GERMANS” 


HE MANIFESTO of the “Free Germans,” pub- 

lished by the Moscow Pravda on July 21, has 
been given anxious attention by political circles in 
Great Britain and America. It is obvious that such a 
document was not produced on any private initiative. 
Aliens, and especially “enemy aliens” cannot, in the 
Soviet Union or in any other country, exercise rights 
which even citizens do not possess. There can be no 
political committees in Soviet Russia, even for do- 
mestic affairs, except those sanctioned and controlled 
by the government. A committee of “Free Germans,” 
consisting, as Moscow reports, of refugees, prisoners 
of war, and deserters, together with Soviet citizens 
from the German Volga Republic (which, by the 
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way, was removed from the map a year ago because 
of the deportation of its population, for reasons of 
territorial security, into the Siberian interior) requires 
not only permission, but a special interest in its for- 
mation on the part of the government. The commit- 
tee’s manifesto to the German people and army must 
therefore be regarded as an expression of the attitude 
of the Soviet government itself. It is another sign 
that Russia has a more or less definite policy on the 
question how Germany is to be treated after Victory, 
and what should be the tone of anti-Nazi war-time 
propaganda directed towards the German people. 


No policy as to Germany's post-war status has yet 
been formulated in the United States. As lately as 
July 23, the President found it necessary to declare, 
according to a New York Times report, that nothing 
whatsoever had been done so far to determine the 
status of Germany after the war. Nor has there been 
any clear and authoritative statement from England 
as to how conquered Germany will be dealt with. 
The German propaganda machine has been feeding 
its press and radio audience Lord Vansittart’s fre- 
quent statements that Germany will be completely 
destroyed after the war, and that its industrial plant 
should be dismantled. The Lord’s private opinions 
have been represented to the German public as the 
official program of the British government. In the 
same way, the Germans cite Emil Ludwig’s Teutono- 
phobe articles or even the writings of a certain 
Newark pharmacist who advocates the sterilization 
of the whole German population after the war so 
that in fifty or sixty years they will all have disap- 
peared as constituting a secret plan of President Roos- 
evelt. In Russia, on the other hand, there is very 
little discussion in the press or in public assemblies 
of post-war problems; but the government itself is 
far more decided than our own or the British gov- 
ernment regarding a whole series of vital questions 
—particularly those of the European continent. 


Stalin stated the Russian view as to the future of 
Germany in November, during the celebration of the 
twenty-fifth anniversary of the October Revolution, 
in relatively clear terms: 


“It is not our purpose to destroy Germany; it is as 
impossible to destroy Germany as to destroy Russia. 
But the Hitler regime can and should be destroyed. 
Our first duty is to do away with the Hitler regime 
and those who created it. It is not our purpose to 
' destroy all organized military power in Germany, for 
any intelligent person should understand that this 
would not only be impossible in Germany as it would 
in Russia, but would be undesirable from the stand- 
point of Victory. Our second duty is to do away with 
Hitler’s army and its leaders. Our third duty is to 
wipe out the odious ‘New Order in Europe’ and pun- 
ish those who established it.” 


The manifesto of the “Free Germans” is written in 
more or less the same vein. They appeal to their 
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fellow-Germans, both in the army and in civilian 
life, to revolt against Hitler and bring the war 
to a speedy end, in the assurance that the Hitler 
regime will be wiped out, but not Germany. The aim 
of such a manifesto is to convince as large a number 
of Germans as possible that while many Germans, 
who had committed such grievious crimes against the 
world and their own people as well, would be held 
to strict account after the Allied victory, Germany 
itself would not disappear as a national state; its 
economy would not be destroyed; and it would have 
the opportunity honorably to reenter the family of 
nations. Moscow does not believe, apparently, that a 
popular revolt against Hitler and his military ma- 
chine is possible until a large part of the people begin 
to believe that a Nazi defeat does not necessarily 
mean a Catastrophe, extending its effects far into the 
future, for the German people. We may assume that 
the Russians know more about the subterranean 
changes which have been taking place under the sur- 
face of Germany’s regimented public life than we do 
here. And Stalin, it seems, has come to the conclu- 
sion that only by picturing the military defeat of the 
Nazis not as the end of German national existence 
but as the beginning of a new and reasonably hon- 
orable period can Germany’s dormant opposition be 
aroused to explosive activity that might put a sudden 
end to the war. 


It is hardly likely that this is merely a convenient 
propaganda trick by Stalin, useful in the present criti- 
cal German military situation, when its armies are 
encountering such great difficulties on the Eastern 
front, and Mussolini’s edifice of Fascism is crashing 
in ruins in Italy. Stalin’s cold realism must teach him 
that however justified the passionate hatred of the 
Germans and the thirst for vengeance, in all the 
world and among the Soviet peoples particularly, it 
will be necessary to begin on the very day of Victory 
to consider ways and means to restore the conditions 
of normal existence in Germany. To break up Ger- 
many into a number of subjugated petty states or 
provinces, force it to cede large areas of land, disrupt 
its industry, shut it out from world markets, and set 
foreign teachers and educators in its schools might 
satisfy an accumulated need for revenge, a need for 
which the Germans are so criminally responsible; but 
it would solve no problems, and it would hardly be 
a contribution to the future stability and peace of the 
world. Seventy or eighty million people in the heart 
of Europe, vanquished, disarmed, hated, degraded, 
and, above all, humiliated would be such an explosive 
element that no realistic political thinker could con- 
template such a situation without serious qualms 
about the future. Such fears are reflected in the mani- 
festo of the “Free Germans” in Moscow. 


It is not our intention here to discuss whether or 
not we should adopt the Soviet attitude with regard 
to Germany's future. We wish merely to note how 
very probable it is that the Moscow manifesto outlines 
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the future policy of the Soviet government, and to 
point out at the same time that to this day a clear 
line in this matter has been formulated neither in 
Washington nor in London. 


The manifesto of the “Free Germans” caused no 
little unease in American official circles, Certain dip- 
lomats tend to regard this document as a sort of 
proposal of a separate peace with Germany, if Hitler 
and the Nazi regime are set aside,—a peace not 
necessarily based on the formula of “unconditional 
surrender.” Outside diplomatic circles some interpret 
it as a Soviet strategem to bring about a revolution 
in Germany as soon as possible, so that not only will 
the war be ended but a Communist regime will be 
established in the conquered land. Both views, we 
believe, are false. 


One must consider, it is true, that after two years 
of unparalleled losses in its struggle with the Ger- 
man army, and under conditions of undernourish- 
ment which constitute a sheer biological menace to 
millions of its population, Russia has a far more 
critical interest in a speedy end to the war than the 
United States or Great Britain. But they realize in 
Moscow, no less than in London and Washington, 
that a separate peace—especially on the European 
continent—would be fraught with incalculable dan- 
gers for all the allies. It is hardly likely, moreover, 
that Moscow should have serious plans of Sovietizing 
Germany. They have sufficient reason to fear that a 
Bolshevik revolution in Germany, recognized and 
supported by Russia, instead of causing the west- 
ern Allies and their associates to bring the war to a 
close, might provide new and very dangerous motives 
for continuing the war under the paradoxical slogan 
of the “fight against Bolshevism.” And one cannot 
very well attack a Bolshevik Germany while co- 
operating or even remaining at peace with Russia, 
the home and citadel of Communism. 


There are also clear signs that if in 1939 and 1940 
Moscow thought of incorporating Finland, after its 
defeat, in the Soviet Union as an “Autonomous Re- 
public,” Stalin is far from harboring similar designs 
with regard to Germany. A Bolshevist Germany 
within the Soviet Union would soon become the 
chief power in that unique Federation: seventy to 
eighty million Germans, with their highly-developed 
technology, industrial and organizing capacity could 
gradually become the dominant force in the vast 
Empire—with consequences of unpredictable scope. 
The current nationalist tendency in Soviet policy is 
much more than a convenient war-time “front”; and 
it goes hand in hand with a strong interest in the 
Soviet Union in establishing political stability in 
Europe. From this point of view, paradoxical as it 
may seem, Russia is not interested in having a Bol- 
shevik revolution in Germany. 


We may assume, therefore, that the phrase “the 
right to possess and acquire property” which is used 
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in the “Free German” manifesto, is not a mere slogan 
intended to pacify certain groups in the German 
population, but it is part of a seriously proposed 
political program. 

We do not believe, accordingly, that there is any 
ground for the ill-concealed alarm caused by the 
manifesto in certain British and American circles. 
The danger does not lie in the plans to Bolshevize 
Germany ascribed to Stalin, but in the fact that 
Moscow is making its own plans and promises for 
the future, without considering Washington and 
London, or even informing them of its intention in 
advance. The London Times, which often speaks for 
the Foreign Office and is always at least aware of the 
situation there, found it necessary on July 29 to 
stress the fact that the British Government learned 
about the formation of the “Free German” commit- 
tee after the event, even though London had given 
Moscow advance information of similar steps 
throughout the war. Such facts show that, to this 
day, there is unfortunately still no sign of a genuine 
coalition of the United Nations; or if there is a 
coalition, it is built upon entirely negative founda- 
tions, and gives no promise of cooperation in the days 
following military victory. 

A partial justification, or at least an explanation 
of the failure to consult Washington before taking 
such a step as the “Free German” manifesto may 
be offered. We have not yet entered into any treaty 
with Russia covering the post-war period. But Great 
Britain has concluded a clear and formal treaty with 
Soviet Russia for twenty years after the war, a treaty 
which, in spirit, makes the states jointly responsible 
for the future of Europe, including Germany—or 
rather particularly with regard to Germany. It is 
especially regrettable, therefore, that even before the 
war is over, at a time when the anti-Nazi forces still 
must anticipate hours of severe trial and heavy sacri- 
fice, that treaty is—in spirit, if not in the strictly 
formal sense—openly ignored. 


Who is to blame? The sharp tone of the London 
Times makes it clear that British official circles feel 
that Moscow is at fault. The scant information about 
such matters available to unofficial observers does 
not, of course, suffice to judge which party is guilty, 
or guiltier, of not cooperating. But whoever is 
to blame, the lack of harmony and mutual trust 
between the closest and most active partners of the 
anti-fascist coalition must cause deep concern about 
the future of us all. 


The greatest peril which threatens the future Peace 
is chaos, anarchy, uncoordinated or even opposed 
policies among the sovereign victors, for lack of 
ability or the will to get together on a common 
program. In other words, the same lack of inter- 
national cooperation which in 1939 led to the great- 
est catastrophe mankind has ever experienced. 
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This Is Our Reply 


by David Ben Gurion 


On March 22, 1943, the Palestine Government an- 
nounced the appointment of Sir Douglas Harris as 
Reconstruction Commissioner to prepare a coordinated 
scheme for post-war agricultural and industrial devel- 
opment and reconstruction and social security in Pales- 
tine. On March 23, the High Commissioner for Pales- 
tine broadcast over the Jerusalem Radio a message to 
the people of Palestine, in which he commented on 
the new appointment and stated the Government’s 
post-war reconstruction program for Palestine. The 
next day, David Ben Gurion delivered the following 
address at a joint meeting of the Elected Assembly of 
the Yishuv and the Zionist General Council, analyzing 
the High Commissioner's newly proposed Reconstruc- 
tion Scheme against the background of the White 
Paper policy. 


E HAVE been visited by three successive dis- 

asters: the White Paper, the War and the 
massacres of European Jewry. The second was 
greater than the first, and the third greater than the 
second; and there is a danger that the latest of them 
may divert our attention from those preceding it, 
that our preoccupation with a new front may lead 
us to forget dangers which have been threatening us 
long since. This danger is all the more acute in that 
we have stood alone in all these misfortunes, and 
have no one to rely upon but ourselves. 

By the White Paper, a blow was administered to 
us by the Government of the only people that had 
extended aid to us as to a nation, since the beginning 
of our dispersion. 

When the War broke out it had seemed to us that 
we were standing side by side with our Allies, to- 
gether with all the nations fighting against Hitler; 
but even here, there is discrimination against us. 
Despite the fact that we are the first and the most 
tragic victim of the Nazi regime, even the nations 
that are fighting for freedom, for national and human 
rights, do not recognize our elementary right to serve 
as a fighting nation. We alone have been denied the 
status of an Ally. 

And the Massacres—They are directed at the de- 
struction of the Jewish people and of the Jewish 
people alone. We have received words of condolence 
from many friends, but by words alone, our children 
cannot be rescued from the assassins. The fact is 
that in this appalling triple disaster that has befallen 
us, we have been left to our fate. 

We must not give up hope in the conscience of 
mankind. In a world where wickedness rules su- 
preme, there will be no hope for us. But the con- 
science of humanity will not become aware of us if 
the Jewish will and Jewish strength are not brought 
to expression. We shall be helped only if we help 
ourselves. 


But even the Jewish nation is not free as a whole 
to work for its salvation. In the enemy-occupied ter- 
ritories, Jews are in a hopeless trap—languishing in 
prisons, done to death by assassins. Even in the free 
countries, in the British Empire, in America and in 
Russia, Jews are not free to take action as Jews. 
Whether they realize it or not, they are subject to 
the will of the national majority among which they 
live, bound to a political course which is not the 
outcome of Jewish needs, to laws enacted by others. 
They cannot, and very often do not even wish to act 
as Jews and as Jews alone, in accordance with Jewish 
interests and with a Jewish approach to the general 
situation, even as other nations act. 

There is only one small Jewish community in the 
entire world, the Jewish Community of Palestine, 
which is not subject to the will or policy of others. 
Only here can the Jew act as a Jew, even as the 
Russian is a Russian and the Englishman an English- 
man. The Yishuv is therefore in the van of the work 
for the redemption of the whole nation. The Yishuv 
cannot exist on its own if that hope is not realized, 
and that hope has nothing firm on which to rest out- 
side the Yishuv. Without the Jewish nation abroad, 
we are but another of the dispersed Jewish communi- 
ties, and we shall be faced with the fate of Polish 
Jewry. But as the instrument of the national vision 
of renaissance, and as the nucleus of national inde- 
pendence in the homeland, we have a special status 
and a special mission. 


Palestine’s Future at Stake 

Let us remember that we must fight on many 
fronts. We are immersed in the war effort, and are 
also engaged in a desperate effort to rescue the rem- 
nants of Jewry from annihilation by the Nazis. But 
we dare not allow ourselves to be blind to the new, 
or rather renewed attack now launched against us 
by the White Paper Government. 

There are people who say that at the present 
moment there is only one task before us—to fight 
Hitler, and to save Jews from destruction. The po- 
litical future of the country, they say, can be left for 
discussion at the Peace Conference. But it is absurd 
and dangerous to suggest that we should wait for the 
Peace Conference to secure our future in Palestine. 
In the first place, who knows whether there will be 
a Peace Conference at all? And who has promised 
us that at the Peace Conference they will listen to 
the voice of the Jewish nation? And whence comes 
this certainty, which has as yet no foundation in fact, 
that the Peace Conference will discuss the fate of 
Palestine? 

It is only through our blind assumption that what 
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has happened once will happen again that we talk 
today about a Peace Conference after this war. One 
can say, indeed, that a Peace Conference is already 
taking place, while the war is still on. When 
Churchill met Roosevelt at Casablanca, that meeting 
was part of the Peace Conference. When Eden, to- 
gether with our friend Lord Halifax, held discussions 
with Cordell Hull in Washington, that was one of 
the sessions of the Peace Conference. When repre- 
sentatives of the Anglo-Saxon world meet represen- 
tatives of Soviet Russia, this, too, is part of the Peace 
Conference. The provisions of the post war settle- 
ment are being planned now, not only in London, 
Washington and Moscow, but also in Cairo, Bagh- 
dad, Jedda and Jerusalem. 

We forget that, in fact, the new order to be intro- 
duced in Palestine is entirely ready, that it bears the 
imprint of that British authority which rules in Pales- 
tine today and, it can be safely assumed, will rule in 
Palestine after the war as well. There is a declared 
British policy in Palestine, and this declaration, un- 
like others, does not exist only on paper, but is being 
applied here energetically, consistently and with de- 
termination. It is the policy of the White Paper. 
There is no use blinding ourselves to this fact. A 
real danger does not disappear if you bury your head 
in the sand. 

The Peace Conference is proceeding in the very 
midst of war, and the provisions for Palestine’s future 
are also being made during the midst of war. The 
fate of this country is being shaped by the creation 
of political, military and economic facts. In accord- 
ance with the policy laid down in the White Paper, 
Palestine is being transformed into a bi-national 
state: an Arab-British State with a Jewish ghetto. 


Where Jewish Cooperation Is Required 


The Jews of Palestine cannot, in present cir- 
cumstances, be converted into a permanent minority, 
that is to say into inhabitants of a ghetto, without 
assistance on the part of Jews themselves, or at any 
rate without their tacit consent. For here in Pales- 
tine, Jews represent an economic, political and phys- 
ical factor which possesses the strength to frustrate the 
designs harbored against them. The work of giving 
effect to the White Paper cannot succeed without 
Jewish cooperation. They do not need Jewish assist- 
ance in evolving the abstract formulae. Only we 
Jews are keen about formulae and slogans. Others 
content themselves with creating facts, and they do 
not care by what name these facts are called. Now 
an attempt is being made to secure our participation 
in the creation of facts by which the policy of the 
White Paper will be implemented. And in truth 
they have chosen an excellent opportunity for their 
purpose. 

For they know that we are very occupied at the 
moment with our desperate efforts to overcome our 
misfortunes. The White Paper Government thinks 
—and possibly not without reason—that if it gives 
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its schemes the high-sounding name of “reconstruc- 
tion”, we Jews who have devoted all our lives to 
the reconstruction of our country will be pleased at 
the sound of it. And especially if that is done at a 
time when we are engrossed in the war effort and in 
our efforts to rescue our people, and if no mention 
is made that these schemes are in any way connected 
with the White Paper. The Government springs this 
scheme on us at a time when we are cooperating with 
Great Britain despite the White Paper policy. We 
shall certainly continue that cooperation, because this 
war is no less our affair than it is the affair of Great 
Britain or Russia. Nothing that can be done by the 
White Paper Government can ever divert our atten- 
tion from the danger threatening the world and the 
Jewish nation as long as Hitler exists. We shall play 
our part in this holy war, with all our strength and 
resources, in body and in spirit, because we do not 
desire, and we must not permit it, that a job which 
is ours to do should be done by others. 


They assume, and possibly not without reason, that 
it will not be easy for Jews to make a distinction 
between the England which is fighting against Hitler 
and between the Government which is enforcing the 
White Paper, particularly if they give the actions of 
this Government a nice name, attractive to Jews, 
and especially to the Zionists. And so they have put 
forward this scheme for the “reconstruction” of 
Palestine. 


Only the naive could have believed that, under 
the stress of war, the implementation of the White 
Paper policy would be shelved for the time being. 
If we ourselves refrain from discussing the future of 
this country, it does not prevent others from doing 
so. In fact, very lively negotiations are proceeding 
between Baghdad and Cairo, between Jedda and 
Jerusalem. No one has consulted us in the matter, 
indeed, though we have heard reports of certain Jew- 
ish circles, who consciously or unconsciously, are act- 
ing as instruments of the White Paper policy and of 
the White Paper Government. Yes! There are even 
Jews in Palestine who are trying to persuade us that 
we should give up the idea of Jewish independence, 
and that we should put up with immigration restric- 
tions, and give our consent to a scheme under which 
Palestine would come under the rule of Syria, Iraq, 
or Saudia, and who call this scheme “a Federation.” 
But all these suggestions reach us only from Jewish 
quarters. The Government has never put any sug- 
gestions or demands of that kind to us. 

The authorities seem to believe that they do not 
need our cooperation in giving effect to the political 
provisions of the White Paper policy. But there is 
also an economic aspect to the White Paper policy, 
and it is not so easy to implement this economic 
policy without the consent and cooperation of the 
Jews. So yesterday they were good enough to ask 
us to co-operate in planning the post-war “reconstruc- 
tion” of our country. Thus the discussion of the 
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future of this country has been raised officially and 
publicly, and we cannot avoid it. Nor can we ignore 
the appeal which was made last night in the speech 
of His Excellency the High Commissioner. 

The high authority of the speaker, and the serious 
content of the speech compel us to analyze this docu- 
ment carefully and frankly. 


Point By Point 

We must analyze two things: what the speech con- 
tains and what it omits. Both aspects are of equal 
importance. Let us begin with the first: 

The country has been promised a development 
scheme, and to work out that scheme a special Com- 
missioner for “Reconstruction” has been appointed, 
a man who is not unknown to us, at all events so far 
as his career in this country is concerned. The speech 
referred to two things: (a) positive schemes, (b) the 
limiting provisos to the schemes. 

The positive schemes are as follows: 

1. The development of public services, widér fa- 
cilities for education and public health, insurance 
against the disabilities of old age, sickness and un- 
employment. 

2. With regard to industry, the selection of those 
branches which have “a reasonable chance of sur- 
vival” in conditions of peace, and which will be 
allowed to exist after the war. 

3. The Government undertakes to continue after 
the war, though not on totalitarian lines, the Govern- 
ment control of several branches of the country’s 
economic life. 

4, The Government proclaims the urgent need of 
planning for irrigation, drainage, water supply, ter- 
racing of hillsides, etc., with a view to preserving 
“what little remains, after many years of insufficient 
attention, of the soil of the country.” 

5. “Insuring the marketing of citrus products to 
the best advantage.” 

His Excellency does not leave any room for illu- 
sions and tells us that “it is not to be supposed that 
(this) program can be carried out in full within the 
space of a few years.” 

The limiting provisos on which His Excellency 
dwelt are but few. The most important of them is 
that of financial difficulties. “Either the money 
(needed for the scheme) will have to come from 
resources which have accumulated locally or it will 
have to be borrowed from elsewhere, for instance on 
- the London market.” The prospects of an external 
loan are restricted, in the High Commissioner’s opin- 
ion, as we shall “find ourselves in competition with 
most of the countries of the world; and let it be 
remembered that the great majority of them have 
suffered infinitely more than Palestine. The urgency 
of their needs will, indeed, be overwhelming, and no 
more than a very limited issue may be possible for 
Palestine.” : 

We must now examine the meaning of this scheme 
from the Jewish point of view—and I do not intend 
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excusing myself for making this examination from 
the point of view of the Yishuv. Let us examine the 
scheme clause by clause: 

1. As the High Commissioner has stressed, pref- 
erence will be given, under the “reconstruction” 
scheme to public services such as education, public 
health, etc. His Excellency did not forget to mention 
on this occasion that “the Jewish public here has 
already done much on these lines,” while “the Arab 
is less well provided for in this respect.” And this 
means that, just as in the past, the Government will 
devote the means at their disposal to the improve- 
ment of the public services among the Arabs, while 
we shall have to supply the means required for 
British officials to satisfy the needs of our neighbors. 

2. The second item is industry. This is of the 
greatest concern to us, as the industry now existing 
in this country is to an overwhelming extent Jewish. 
In this respect we are told very plainly that the Gov- 
ernment does not intend to increase and expand 
industry, since “Palestine is essentially an agricultural 
country.” On the other hand, what the Government 
does propose is to lop off those branches of industry 
which, in its view, have no prospect of surviving in 
peacetime conditions. A special officer will be en- 
trusted with the task of making a selection of those 
industries which should be protected and encouraged. 
“It would be useless,” the High Commissioner has 
said, “to attempt artificially to bolster up an industry 
which was doomed to collapse in the depressed con- 
ditions of the post-war era, and far more preferable 
to divert the available manpower and energies into 
more fruitful fields.” Sir Douglas Harris, whose skill 
has been employed for seven or eight years in the 
development of agriculture without any of us being 
able to see the results of his efforts; but who has 
distinguished himself in a certain kind of attitude 
towards what we Jews are trying to do in this coun- 
try,—he is the man who is now entrusted with the 
task of deciding the fate of the industries we estab- 
lished. The whole of our enterprise in this country, 
both in agriculture and in industry, was doomed in 
advance by a few experts who did not understand 
why and how we were conducting our work. Nor do 
we know what is Sir Douglas Harris’ special author- 
ity, nor what are his attitude and intentions in respect 
of Jewish industry which we have established with 
our own capital, our own initiative and our own work 
to meet our own needs and to serve our future. 

We do not think that this country must remain 
essentially an agricultural country. All industrial 
countries were once mainly agricultural. It seems to 
me that Britain was once mainly agricultural. Yet in 
Britain a great industry was built up and still exists. 
Palestine was once a purely agricultural country and 
agriculture will continue to play an important part 
in her future. In our own Jewish settlement work 
we have always given and shall continue to give pri- 
ority to agriculture; but our plans call for industrial 
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development, because we need the expansion of 
sources of livelihood and the means of absorbing 
masses of immigrants. But our ruler has now given 
us the assurance that after the war an “expert” official 
will decide which factories are to survive and which 
will have to close down. 

3. As to the State control that we are promised 
after the war though not “upon the totalitarian 
model”—we cannot conceal our apprehension that 
this control will be directed towards shackling our 
economic initiative and restricting the pace of our 
settlement work. Wartime needs necessitate control, 
but that control has not always been employed in 
accordance with war needs. The Government is 
guided by its desire to implement the White Paper 
policy, perhaps even more than by its desire to 
implement a war policy. As to the continuation of 
state control after the war, we see in it very little 
utility. On the contrary we have good reason to 
suspect that the real motive is to continue to shackle 
Jewish initiative and to strangle the “National 
Home.” 

4. As to the schemes for irrigation, drainage, 
water supply and terracing, they could be a blessing 
for both Jews and Arabs and for the country as a 
whole. 

This time His Excellency did not state expressly 
that these schemes were intended mainly for the 
benefit of the Arabs, as he did in respect to the gen- 
eral social services. Such an indication would, indeed, 
have been superfluous, for according to the Ordinance 
which came into force in February, 1940, the Jews 
are restricted to residence in the towns and in a small 
area along the seashore, namely to places where there 
is no need for terracing, reforestation, drainage or 
any of the other good things promised by the High 
Commissioner. The program of the Government for 
agricultural development—if it is realized at all— 
covers those areas from which Jews are forbidden to 
derive benefit. The hill region, the plains of the 
Negeb, the Jordan and Jezreel valleys are closed to 
Jews. Our task will be to supply Sir Douglas Harris 
with the money necessary for irrigation, terracing and 
reforestation; but we shall not be permitted to de- 
rive any benefit from the reforested and terraced 
hills and from the irrigated soil, for in that area 
(which comprises ninety-seven per cent of the whole 
of Western Palestine) Jews are forbidden even to 
rent a home in which to live. Latterly a new law 
has been made according to which Jews are not even 
allowed to enter that area for the purpose of enjoying 
a walk in the countryside, unless they keep to the 
roads, the use of which is still permitted to us out- 
side our own “Pale of Settlement.” 

But even as regards the “Arab” area we have been 
told that we are not to expect plans for the develop- 
ment of the vast stretches of waste land in the south, 
in the hill region and the Jordan Valley, for His 
Excellency found it necessary to point out that the 
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plans for irrigation, terracing, etc., were meant to 
preserve “what little remains, after many years of 
insufficient attention, of the soil of the country. With- 
out this the congestion problem will become more 
and more dangerously acute.” 


White Paper Assumptions 


In the view of Government there. will be no in- 
flux of capital into the country from abroad for the 
purpose of development after the war. Jewish im- 
migration will come to an end in accordance with 
the White Paper; and Jewish immigration was al- 
most the only source of the influx of capital into 
Palestine from abroad. Government is also of the 
opinion that there will be no possibility of raising a 
loan abroad for the development of the country, for 
there are countries in greater need which have “suf- 
fered infinitely more than Palestine.’ The High 
Commissioner, naturally, does not take into account 
the fact that there is a people which has suffered 
infinitely more than any other people, that this people 
has some relation to this country and that so far it 
has been the main, almost the only contributor to the 
development of Palestine. The High Commissioner 
passes this over because he is faithful to the White 
Paper policy, the declared aim of which is to cut this 
link and to separate the problem of Palestine com- 
pletely from the problem of the Jewish people. 

Thus the money for the development scheme of 
the Government, and we have already seen for whose 
benefit it is intended, if it can be realized at all, will 
have to come from resources which have accumulated 
locally. I am neither an economist nor a financial 
expert but I have been living in this country for over 
thirty-six years and I have never heard of money 
accumulated locally, apart from the surplus accumu- 
lated until a few years ago from taxes paid by Jews. 
But on the other hand I know that a large amount 
of capital has been brought into the country by Jew- 
ish immigrants and by Jewish funds and institutions. 

Only a small proportion of the deposits in the 
banks of Palestine is the result of local accumulation. 
For the greater part, these deposits belong to Jewish 
immigrants from Poland, America, Bukhara, Britain, 
Germany and all the other countries where Jewish 
refugees were able to save part of their assets and 
bring them to Palestine. Government has assigned to 
this capital the function of carrying out the “recon- 
struction” scheme on the lines of the White Paper 
policy. 

We have been told, also, by the way, that there 
will be unemployment here after the war; and this 
prophecy is indeed not without foundation. Since the 
Government is basing its plans on the White Paper 
policy, there will be a complete stoppage of Jewish 
immigration into Palestine after the arrival of the 
twenty-nine thousand children promised us a few 
weeks ago by the Secretary of State for the Colonies. 
The gates of Palestine will be slammed tight against 
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Jews, and the stoppage of immigration will undoubt- 
edly result in unemployment. The only way out 
which Government sees is building, for industrial 
activity will be reduced and there will be no more 
Jewish settlement. Yet the Government leaves build- 
ing mainly to private enterprise. 

Though the Government does not undertake re- 
sponsibility for unemployment, it finds it necessary 
to issue the advance warning that there will be un- 
employment in this country after the war, in order 
to disillusion some naive people who might possibly 
permit themselves to believe that Palestine could 
serve as a refuge for the remnants of Israel. 

In the High Commissioner’s speech we were given 
an even more serious warning. Speaking of the plans 
of agricultural development, His Excellency told us 
that there exists in this country a problem of rural 
congestion which will become more and more acute. 

Though His Excellency did not quote his authority 
for his statement, we remember having heard about 
the problem of “congestion” from the author of the 
White Paper, Mr. Malcolm Macdonald, in a speech 
made by him in the House of Commons on March 
6th, 1940. Defending the Land Restrictions Ordi- 
nance, Mr. Macdonald told hundreds of M.P.s who 
had never seen Palestine that the areas prohibited to 
Jews, such as the Negeb for instance, were “over- 
populated,” and that there was unemployment and a 
shortage of land in those areas. The majority of the 
members of the House of Commons who do not 
know the conditions prevailing here swallowed this 
amazing fabrication concocted by the then Secretary 
of State for the Colonies. But it is to be regretted that 
the experts of Government have misled the High 
Commissioner by supplying him with such absurd 
information. Do the Government experts really not 
know that over two-thirds of the land of Palestine— 
of Western Palestine alone—have not been under 
cultivation for the past few centuries, and are un- 
inhabited and desolate? Has it escaped the attention 
of the experts that in all the southern half of the 
counrty—over fourteen million dunams—there is not 
a single inhabited centre, agricultural or urban, and 
that this vast area is entirely unpopulated apart from 
a few thousand Bedouin? 

But the important aspect of the speech we heard 
last night is not what is actually contained therein, 
but what is omitted. If we consider this aspect we 
‘ shall more fully understand the significance of the 
surprising statements which were made. 

This was no mere improvisation, but a carefully 
prepared speech of a ruler, and not on any trifling 
subject, but on the future of this country after the 
war. Yet this speech failed to mention several “un- 
important” matters: the special status of this country; 
the peculiar conditions prevailing in it; its association 
with the Jewish people in the past and in the future; 
the special obligations undertaken by the Mandatory 
Government; the rights of the National Home; the 
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historic link between the Jewish people and Palestine 
which existed even before the British Empire came 
into being; the terrible disaster that has befallen the 
Jewish people; the place which this country occupies 
in the life of this people and in its hopes for the 
future; the reconstruction work that has already been 
done by the Jewish people here and the ability dis- 
played by the Jews to revive the desolate areas of 
this country; the great benefits that Zionist work has 
brought to the country—all this the High Commis- 
sioner has deliberately and significantly failed to 
mention. 

When one reads the speech, one gets the impres- 
sion that the rulers of this country have never 
opened their Bibles, never heard anything of the 
Balfour Declaration, never read the clauses of the 
Mandate, never visited a Jewish settlement, never 
met a Jewish pioneer and, naturally, never heard of 
the existence of a Jewish Agency for Palestine which 
has been entrusted under the Mandate with “assisting 
and taking part in the development of the country.” 


We Shall Not Lend a Hand 


We must not be ungrateful for the compliments 
bestowed on us in the speech, the compliment to the 
Tel Aviv Municipality for planning for the future, 
the compliments to the Jewish community which has 
done so much in the field of public services, educa- 
tion and health. But in expressing our thanks for 
those compliments let us be frank and tell the Gov- 
ernment openly and clearly that there will be no 
cooperation between us and the White Paper Gov- 
ernment, neither today nor after the war. We shall 
not lend a hand to the implementation of the schemes 
announced last night, for all those schemes are based 
on the stoppage of Jewish immigration, on the segre- 
gation of the Jews in a Pale of Settlement, on the 
implementation of the White Paper policy, on rob- 
bing the Jewish people of its right to a homeland. 
And because of all this, we shall assuredly fight the 
White Paper and everything connected with it, to 
the bitter end. 

We are certain that this so-called “reconstruction” 
scheme is based on a fundamentally false premise. 
This country will never be able to achieve its recon- 
struction and to rise from its desolation by its own 
capacity and financial resources. Its soil, as the High 
Commissioner has pointed out, has been neglected 
and left uncultivated not only for years but for cen- 
turies, ever since the time when we were exiled from 
our country. And what has been done in the spheres 
of agriculture and industry in this country during the 
last sixty years has been done by returning exiles. It 
was not money accumulated in the country, but pio- 
neering capital and pioneering labor, bearing with 
them the vision of Jewish revival, which built Petah 
Tikvah on the swamps of Yarkon River, Rishon 
Letzion on the sand dunes of Ain Hakoreh, Moza 
on the rocks of Jerusalem, and Hanita on the 
heights of Galilee; it was they that made fertile the 
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neglected and desolate Emek, and created the Potash 
Company, the Electricity Corporation, “Nesher,” 
“Lodzia,” “Ata” and “Assis” and hundreds of settle- 
ments and industrial enterprises. 

In none of the neighboring countries, neither in 
Egypt nor in Syria, neither in Transjordan nor in 
Iraq, have such advances been made in the develop- 
ment of agriculture and industry in the past twenty 
years as this country has witnessed in that period. 
And all this has been achieved not by the Govern- 
ment but by Jewish immigration and Jewish settle- 
ment. It has been achieved not with money accumu- 
lated in this country, but by the Jewish National 
Fund, the Palestine Foundation, the Palestine Jewish 
Colonization Association and by private Jewish cap- 
ital that streamed into Palestine as a result of immi- 
gration. It has been achieved not as an outcome of 
the plans of Government, but as a result of the initia- 
tive, the enthusiasm, the perseverance and the pio- 
neering work of the people who bore with them the 
vision of the Jewish revival. And without Jewish 
immigration the Government will do nothing after 
the war, just as it did nothing before the war. 

Our rulers have not asked themselves why the 
soil in this country was neglected and insufficiently 
cared for. Well, let us reveal the secret to them. 
Western Palestine, like Eastern Palestine, Syria and 
Iraq, does not suffer from overpopulation, but from 
a lack of population. The existing population had 
apparently so much land at their disposal that they 
could afford for many years to neglect the soil and 
to cultivate only part of it. And they will go on 
doing so, even after the proclamation of the “recon- 
struction” program and the appointment of Sir Doug- 
las Harris. About eight years ago that particular 
expert was appointed Development Officer, and till 
this very day we have not seen the villages he has 
developed, the swamps he has drained, the hills he 
has reafforested and terraced, the irrigation schemes 
he has created. Developments in those fields have 
taken place during these years. They were not ac- 
complished with the help of the Development Off- 
cer, but in spite of constant obstruction from him and 
his colleagues in power. 


Our Post-War Plans 


We shall not cooperate in any schemes connected 
with the White Paper policy. The development of 
this country and its economic future concern us cer- 
tainly to no smaller degree than they do our ruler. 
We were preparing plans for the post-war period 
even before we heard the proclamation of the Gov- 
ernment’s “reconstruction” program. But our plans 
differ from those of the Government. They are based 
on two fundamental facts. 

(a) The land of this country is for the most part 
desolata Over eighteen million dunams in Western 
Palestine alone are uninhabited and wholly unculti- 
vated. Even the eight million dunams which are 
under cultivation are only partially cultivated. Even 


13 


in the inhabited and cultivated area there is room for 
the intensification of production and for a denser 
population—as we have proved in our settlement 
work in the past. If we make use of all the resources 
of water—rain water, rivers, springs and under- 
ground water—we shall be able to irrigate millions . 
of dunams and to settle hundreds of thousands of 
new farmers, enabling a far larger number to derive 
their livelihood from crafts, industry and maritime 
work. 

(b) There is in the world one people without a 
country of its own, which has been bound since its 
existence to this, its ancient homeland. There is no 
salvation for this people but to return and settle in 
its homeland. Whether it will have in its hands an 
official scrap of paper called an immigration certifi- 
cate or not, it will return here. Because it is to its 
own country that it is returning, and its immigration 
is dependent on right and not on sufferance—a prin- 
ciple which was recognized by the British people and 
by the whole civilized world, including the represen- 
tatives of the Arab people at the end of the first 
World War. And the terrible disaster that has now 
come upon this people will become a tremendous 
stimulus of creation and reconstruction if it is given 
back its homeland and achieves the independence of 
a free nation. 

We, too, have considered the problem of finance. 
We know that there is no money in this country; that 
the country is poor. We know, too, that the majority 
of the Jewish people is being destroyed and pauper- 
ized, but there are still a number of countries where 
Jewish capital exists. In addition, we hope for an 
international loan. If the High Commissioner is 
right in saying that, as regards loans those who have 
suffered most must be given preference, then our 
claim is strong, for there is no other people in the 
entire world which has suffered more than we have, 
or as much as we have. We are not asking for charity. 
We have had experience in this country and we know 
that our enterprise has the seeds of blessing in it, 
that it bears fruit and maintains itself; we know that 
capital invested in the development of Palestine will 
return dividends. 

Such are the plans we are preparing, and we shall 
be glad to co-operate with all men of upright heart 
in the redemption of the Jewish people, and for the 
benefit of this country, and of all its inhabitants. But 
we reject the assumption that there is only little land 
left here for development, when three-quarters of the 
country are awaiting reclamation. We reject the 
assumption that this country is overpopulated, when 
we know that it suffers from a lack of population. 


Palestine’s Post-War Regime 

Our program is the maximum development of 
this country in agriculture, in industry and on the 
sea, in order to prepare for a maximum immigration 
within the shortest possible period of time. To that 
end, there must be an international loan and a new 
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regime which will have the capacity, the will, the 
perseverance, the enthusiasm and the vision to re- 
build the ruins of a nation and its homeland. An 
alien regime, however conscientious it may be, will 
never accomplish that task. Officials who are today 
in Tanganyika, tomorrow in Palestine and the day 
after in the Sudan, officials who have no real connec- 
tion either with the country or with its inhabitants, 
either with its past or with its future, will not succeed 
in reconstructing this country and achieving the ad- 
vancement of its inhabitants. This great and difficult 
task can be accomplished only by a regime which 
identifies itself wholeheartedly, body and soul, with 
the country and the revival of its people. 


The history of the last twenty-five years is proof 
of it. There has been a British Civil Service here, and 
they were entrusted with the task of helping the 
establishment of the Jewish National Home. The 
British have had more experience in colonization and 
settlement, perhaps, than any people in the entire 
world. The regime here had all the necessary power 
—and it has failed. And we Jews, who have had 
neither authority nor power, nor experience, and only 
very little means, have done things and succeeded in 
them. And the reason is that we have had the historic 
vision, the need and the will to accomplish it. We 
believe in our planning, but we reject the schemes 
of our rulers. There is a gulf between our plans and 
theirs, the White Paper serves a barrier between us. 


Let us leave no room for illusions: There is no 
possibility whatever of our acquiescence in the White 
Paper policy. 

There may be “realists” among us just as there 
were “realists” in Norway who said: Hitler is per- 
haps a bad thing, and Norway's independence is a 
good thing, but we have to face facts, and the fact 
is that Hitler is strong and victorious. There were 
“realists” not only in Norway but even in Britain, 
who advocated the conciliation of Hitler. Small 
wonder, then, that among us, too, there are “realists” 
who say: The White Paper is a fact, the regime is 
strong, and we have to accept “realities.” These “real- 
ists” are blind, they think that a scrap of paper is 
stronger than the distress of a people, the will for 
regeneration, the longing for a homeland and the 
vision of redemption! . . . 


The conflict between the White Paper and the 
will-to-live of the Jewish People need not necessarily 
involve a conflict between us and England. Not 
only for the duration of the war shall we co-operate 
with fighting England. I assume and I hope that this 
co-operation for the solution of one of the most diffi- 
cult and urgent problems in the world will continue 
after the war. But in order to make such co-opera- 
tion possible, we must destroy all illusions about the 
possibility of co-operation between us and the White 
“Paper policy, which denies the Jewish people its 
homeland and its right to be free. 
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This Is Our Reply! 


At the beginning of 1939, at the London Confer- 
ence, we were told for the first time of the proposals 
of the White Paper. The Jewish delegation at that 
conference included not only representatives of the 
Zionist Organization and the Jewish Agency, but also 
representatives of the Agudath Israel and some Jew- 
ish members of the House of Lords. That delegation 
unanimously informed His Majesty’s Government 
that the Jewish people would not co-operate in the 
implementation of those proposals and would not 
co-operate with the Government. 

And when the White Paper was published in May, 
1939, the Jewish Agency issued the following state- 
ment: 

“The new policy for Palestine laid down by the 
Mandatory in the White Paper issued on May 17th 
denies to the Jewish people the right to reconsti- 
tute its National Home in its ancestral land. It 
hands over the government of the country to the 
present Arab majority and places the Jewish com- 
munity of Palestine at the mercy of that majority. 
It decrees the stoppage of immigration as soon as 
the Jewish inhabitants of the country have become 
one-third of the total population. It sets up a terri- 
torial ghetto for Jews in their own homeland. 

“The Jewish people regard this breach of faith 
as a surrender to Arab terrorism, a delivery of 
England's friends into the hands of its enemies. It 
widens the gulf between Jew and Arab and de- 
stroys any prospect of peace in the country. 

“The Jewish people will not acquiesce in such 
a policy. 

“The new regime envisaged in the White Paper 
will be a regime of mere coercion devoid of all 
moral basis and contrary to international law. 
Such a regime can only be established and main- 
tained by force. é 

“The Royal Commission invoked by the White 
Paper indicated the dangers inherent in such a 
regime. 

“ “Convinced as they (the Jews) are,’ they wrote, 
‘that an Arab Government would mean the frus- 
tration of all efforts and ideals, that it would con- 
vert the National Home into one more cramped 
and dangerous ghetto, it seems only too probable 
that they would fight rather than submit to Arab 
rule. And to repress a Jewish rebellion against 
Britain would be as unpleasant a task as the re- 
pression of the Arab rebellion has been.’ 

“The Government has disregarded this warning. 

“The Jewish people has shown its desire for 
peace even during the years of disturbances and 
was not provoked into retaliation by the prolonged 
Arab terror. But the Jewish people did not and 
will not yield to terrorism despite His Majesty’s 
Government's decision to reward the terrorists by 
jettisoning the Jewish National Home. 
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“It is in the darkest hour of Jewish history that 
the British Government proposes to deprive the 
Jews of their last hope and to bar the way back to 
their homeland. 

“This cruel blow is doubly cruel because it is 
delivered by the Government of a great Nation 
which extended its helping hand to the Jews and 
whose position in the world rests upon the foun- 
dations of moral authority and international good 
faith. 

“This blow will not subdue the Jewish people. 
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The historical connection between the Jewish 
people and the land of Israel will not be broken. 
The Jews will never accept the closing of the gates 
of Palestine to them nor will they let their Na- 
tional Home be converted into a ghetto. 

“The Jewish pioneers who for the last three 
generations have shown their strength in rebuild- 
ing their desolate land will now likewise prove 
their strength in defending Jewish immigration, 
the Jewish homeland and Jewish freedom.” 

This is our reply. There is no other. 


We and the European Jews 


by Ben Halpern 


5 ber perverse and wanton destruction of the Jews 
of Europe, a horror surpassing even the horrors of 
total war, has poisoned the atmosphere of the entire 
world, and not only the so-called German Lebens- 
raum. Every honest man must feel some responsi- 
bility for this thing that is happening and admit 
shame that so little has been done to prevent it or 
repair its effects. Even in his defense of the British 
Government before the House of Commons, Anthony 
Eden could not but apologize and concede that its 
attempts to rescue the Jews reach only to the “fringe” 
of the problem. More simply and directly Prime Min- 
ister Mackenzie King of Canada said, “We have not, 
of course, done what we could have done.” 

Shame and contrition, because we have not done 
enough, weigh even more heavily upon the Jews of 
the free countries. Not only do we have the greater 
responsibility of kinsmen, but ovr own weakness 
may be one of the causes why so little has been done. 
The history of our times will one day make bitter 
reading, when it records that some Jews were so 
morally uncertain that they denied they were obli- 
gated to risk their own safety in order to save other 
Jews who were being done to death abroad. At a 
time when Jews were hunted like game in all Europe, 
Cabinet Ministers in the free countries hesitated to 
admit them to shelter, for fear of prejudicing the 
position of their “own” Jews by arousing anti-Sem- 
itism. At a time when the peculiar helplessness of 
the homeless Jews had become glaringly obvious as 
compared with other peoples who at least are capable 
of some manner of self defense in their own countries, 
prominent American Jews feared that it might en- 
danger their own highly insured safety if the Jews 
became a majority in Palestine. 

In convoking the American Jewish Conference, 
we Jews,have implicitly denounced these chimeras of 
cold-hearted timidity. We have made it plain that 
with regard to the Jews of Europe, we have not 
merely the duty of every human being to mankind, 


but the closer responsibility of relatives and blood 
brothers. We have not feared any risks of ill-willed 
and small-minded misrepresentation which may be 
involved in our efforts on behalf of the European 
Jews; and we have disdained as a calumny against our 
country the vicious suggestion that it would deny to 
its Jewish citizens what all its other citizens have as 
an unquestioned heritage—an “Old Country” in an- 
other continent where its blood brethren are the ma- 
jority people, the ultimate Zionist aim. 


The ability to recognize and decency to proclaim 
our duty to help the Jews of Europe are not enough. 
Whether the free countries and Jewish organizations 
are prepared for more adequate measures will soon 
be tested. Allied armies have already begun the in- 
vasion of Europe. In due time they will reoccupy the 
countries where the European Jews are held impris- 
oned. Will the military governors of the United 
Nations, the international relief agencies, or the In- 
ternational Refugee Committee be prepared so to 
deal with the Jews of Europe that it will partially 
atone for what we failed to do in the course of war? 
Will the American Jewish Conference be able to 
make clear to the United Nations certain fundamen- 
tals of the Jewish situation which must be under- 
stood in order to deal fairly with its unique problems? 


* * * 


Under Hitler domination, the Jews suffered hor- 
ribly because they were singled out for exceptional 
treatment. It will be a bitter irony if they have ‘to 
suffer in the post-war period because the United 
Nations insist on ignoring their unique situation. 


There is already apparent a tendency to pass over 
or even suppress the special problems Jews will have 
to face after the war in Europe. A glaring example 
in a small way is contained in the recent pamphlet 
by Hiram Motherwell, Rebuilding Europe—After 
Victory. Motherwell prints a chart showing the cur- 
rent food rations allowed for various peoples in 








16 


Europe which he took from the Institute of Jewish 
Affairs’ pamphlet Starvation Over Europe. The single 
change from the original is that Motherwell omits 
the rations of the Jews—lower by far than of any 
other people. 


This peculiar action is a straw in the same wind 
that fills the sails of Sir Herbert Emerson, the emi- 
nent Englishman who may have to administer the 
international refugee problem after the war. With- 
out stopping to question whether it will be possible 
of not in post-war circumstances—about which we 
can still guess only very littlk—Sir Herbert long ago 
announced his intention of dealing with Jews dis- 
placed from their homes by the Axis exactly as if they 
were Frenchmen or Russians: he will send them back 
to the places they came from. In the same vein, 
Secretary of State Cordell Hull’s note in advance of 
the ill-fated Bermuda Conference indicated the pre- 
formed decision that Jews uprooted will be treated 
by the same machinery as other peoples and in the 
same way—return to their former residences. 


Sir Herbert’s motives for prejudging the case may 
be easily imagined. To admit that the “repatriation” 
of the Jews may be a particularly difficult job might 
entail the concession that, practically speaking, many 
Jews will have to be rehabilitated in Palestine. This 
is a practical necessity which any British administra- 
tion will inevitably be tempted to overlook as long 
as the White Paper policy is maintained. But it is a 
more serious matter when eminent Americans also 
refuse to see that there are special elements in the 
Jewish situation which make the ordinary obvious 
remedies inapplicable. The motives which rule their 
thoughts may also have a strong influence on many 
American Jewish leaders. - 
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their consequences: —Thete are-people who, thinking 
in these terms, have little patience with projects of 
Jewish emigration from Europe after the war, because 
they regard them as a form of recognition of anti- 
Jewish acts. Sometimes they are influential people, 
both in the governments of the democracies and in 
Jewish organizations. Those who incline to think in 
this way are generally honorable, well-meaning men, 
with a true friendship towards the Jews as to all 
other peoples, especially the oppressed. It is surely 
far from their intention that by insisting on abstract 
principles and rights they should impose upon the 
Jews of Europe further unnecessary sufferings in the 
post-war period. 

The general procedure of repatriation after the 
war is simple. Millions of workers and war prisoners 
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will have been removed from Italy, France, Belgium, 
the Netherlands, Denmark, Norway, Czechoslovakia, 
Poland, and Soviet Russia to Greater Germany. As 
soon as Germany falls each nation will arrange for 
the transportation of its own nationals back to their 
own country, their homes and families, their farms 
and jobs. The same procedure will rapidly free polit- 
ical prisoners held in their own countries, and return 
them to their homes. 


Of course this is only part of the job of recon- 
structing Europe. In addition, it will be necessary to 
remedy the damage done by German economic pol- 
icy during the war. Slaughtered livestock will have 
to be gradually replaced. Industries and financial in- 
stitutions liquidated, transferred, or merged in ac- 
cordance with the German plan will have to be re- 
established in such a way as to serve their national 
as well as the international peace economy, instead 
of the war-machine of the Reich. The readjustment 
will, of course, take considerable time in view of the 
intricate and far-reaching effects of German occupa- 
tion. It will be conducted chiefly from the point of 
view of the national, regional, and international eco- 
nomic welfare. Reparations for individual losses and 
damages caused by the Germans will be a subsidiary, 
not a main purpose of post-war economic reconstruc- 
tion, and it may be assumed that it will be achieved 
only after a considerable interval. 


* * * 


At no point does this general scheme fit the actual 
needs of the European Jews in the post-war world. 
The whole plan is adjusted to reconstruct partial 
damages, relatively minor fractures and dislocations. 
It presumes that a functioning body exists, and all 
that is necessary to bind up its wounds. But the ruin 
of the Jews is complete. There is no sound stock left 
in Belgium, the Netherlands, Denmark, Norway, 
Germany, Austria, Czechoslovakia, Poland, the Bal- 
tic countries, or Rumania upon which to graft the 
stricken members. 


The released political prisoners, prisoners of war, 
and war workers, with some exceptions, will return 
to families and homes still more or less intact. The 
Jews, with hardly any exceptions, will not be able to 
do so. Only a fraction of the non-Jews of Europe 
have been taken away by the Germans: a son or two, 
or a daughter or a father to each stricken family. In 
Western and Central Europe, except in Italy and 
France, practically all the Jews have already been 
deported; virtually no families still have a foothold, 
in the sheer physical sense. In Eastern and South- 
eastern Europe, while only a part of the Jews—those 
lucky enough to escape before the Axis took over— 
have been removed from their native country, almost 
all of them, with the exception of close to a million 
in Hungary, are, in fact if not in “law”, civilian in- 
ternees, inmates of ghettos and concentration camps. 
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When they are released they will find no part of 
their families still rooted in their old homes. 


For all Jewish internees and forced laborers, ex- 
cept the Hungarian Jews, “repatriation” will not nec- 
essarily mean family reunion. When released they 
will have to seek out their close relatives. The Jews 
of Western Europe will certainly not find them at 
home; and many even of the Polish Jews may find 
them in Kazakhstan or in Shanghai, in Palestine or 
in New York rather than in Warsaw and Lodz. Cer- 
tainly the most securely settled parts of many Jewish 
families are likely to be found not in territory now 
occupied by Germans but elsewhere. And even if 
many Jews return to their old homes to try to trace 
their scattered kin, the real reunion may well have 
to take place elsewhere. 


Generally speaking the gradual restoration of an 
economic balance in the post-war world, with repa- 
rations and compensation for individual losses to be 
repaid after a considerable interval, is certainly the 
only possible procedure; and for the non-Jews, only 
a fraction of whom were completely uprooted, it may 
not entail undue hardships. The bulk of Europe’s 
farmers were not removed from the soil nor were 
most of Europe’s industries scrapped. They were 
forced to alter their production as the Germans de- 
manded; part of their stock and equipment was, in 
some cases, removed; they were brought into mergers 
and combinations under German control—but the 
basis of rebuilding is there. Non-Jewish factory own- 
ers and farmers—those of them who suffered losses 
from German occupation—may have to build up to 
normal production by borrowing until their repara- 
tions’ claims are settled; but they will have enough 
to begin with. Millions of farm hands and workers, 
who were impressed into German war production, 
may have to be employed in public reconstruction 
projects at first; but they will eventually find work 
more or less in their old fields. 


The position of the Jew returning will be far more 
difficult. The bulk of the Jews were merchants or 
small industrialists, their employees, and self-em- 
ployed professionals, or artisans. The whole capital 
which supported all these occupations was confis- 
cated under one pretext or another. The only way 
this whole structure can be restored is by immediate 
restitution of a good part of their losses to Jewish 
merchants, manufacturers, artisans, and professionals. 
Without this the returning Jews will have nothing 
to start with. 


Is such summary restitution possible? It hardly 
seems likely. Some of the losses are particularly diffi- 
cult to restore at any time. A great element of the 
stock in trade of Jewish professionals and artisans 
was their established clientele. After the Jews were 
deported or segregated, their non-Jewish clients 
turned to other professionals or artisans for the nec- 
essary services. In many a Polish or Rumanian town, 
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even among the Czechs—perhaps the people least 
affected by German anti-Semitism—non-Jewish law- 
yets, actors, and engineers showed themselves only 
too eager to succeed to the practice of their Jewish 
colleagues. Can this be reclaimed? 


The capital and plant of Jewish merchants and 
industrialists will frequently be almost as difficult to 
locate and repossess. Much of it was ordered liqui- 
dated by the Germans and passed through so many 
hands subsequently that it will be impossible to ob- 
tain restitution or identify the person liable for re- 
payment without long-drawn-out investigation. In 
other cases, the Germans carried out such far-reach- 
ing changes in organization and equipment that it 
will take considerable time to verify and establish 
claims of ownership. 


A particularly troublesome problem will arise 
from the fact that in Eastern Europe—Poland, Ru- 
mania, Hungary—the successors to Jewish property 
and enterprises were not the interloping Germans, 
but in very considerable degree local Poles, Ruman- 
ians, and Hungarians. It is no secret to the world that 
in all these countries, even before Hitler, both the 
governments and the organized public used every 
means of force and pressure to push their “own peo- 
ple” into the businesses and professions which were 
held by Jews. Let us hope that these people will 
experience a change of heart. Then we may expect 
them to try to regain for the Jews, gradually and at 
the least cost to their Polish, Hungarian, and Ruman- 
tan successors, a part of what is theirs by right, and 
what others succeeded to by virtue of Hitler. But 
slow driblets of restitution will not help the Jews. 
They will have absolutely nothing to work with 
while waiting. If they are to be restored to their 
former positions, it is essential that they get a good 
part of their original capital at once. Otherwise the 
whole project is doomed to collapse. 


* * * 


There are good friends, true friends of the Jews 
who become impatient when we talk of emigration 
from Europe after the war, and demand that the 
doors of Palestine be opened for this purpose. Such 
an attitude, they imply, suggests lack of faith in the 
United Nations and their ability to secure equitable 
treatment of the Jews in the post-war world. It is 
defeatism, they hold, for Jews to look elsewhere for 
future security instead of standing on their right to 
an equal place with all others in Europe. 


First of all; a right should not become a disguised 
compulsion. No Jewish body will ever be so false to 
itself and to the democratic civilization upon which 
our hopes rest, as to give up rights to which the con- 
science and law of humanity entitle us. For all those 
Jews who wish to start over again in Europe, we shall 
certainly insist that their rights to do so be recog- 
nized. But, after all their sufferings, are not the Jews 
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of Europe entitled also to choose for themselves 
whether they wish to remain in Europe, or to join 
their relatives and their blood-brethren in other coun- 
tries? If claiming their rights in Europe en masse 
would involve the Jews in protracted conflicts with 
Poles, Rumanians, Hungarians, and others who now 
possess them, must all the Jews accept this situation 
in order to demonstrate their faith in the United 
Nations? Many things can never be restored. The 
active literary, artistic, and scientific life of the Polish 
and Baltic Jews in their own national language de- 
pended on a relatively dense Jewish population. They 
will be very difficult to restore with the sadly dimin- 
ished numbers of Jews surviving. After the war, Pal- 
estine may be the only place where all this will be 
continued in more or less the same form as in pre- 
Hitler Eastern Europe. Have the Jews of Europe no 
right to emigrate to the only place where they may 
be able to live in the culture they were used to? 


The good friends who find us troublesome when 
we speak of specific Jewish problems often try to 
comfort us with promises of equality. The most pain- 
ful blows the Jews have suffered in recent years have 
been a consequence of that so-called principle of 
“equality” because of which the special position of 
the Jews has not been recognized. There are thou- 
sands of anti-Nazi Jewish refugees in this country 
who might be useful to the war effort, but instead 
are subject to odious disabilities, because the Admin- 
istration of the United States insists on their equality. 
Although Hitler has long since denationalized them 
all, our country refuses to recognize this act of dis- 
crimination—and therefore the Austrian and Ger- 
man Jews here who have not yet been naturalized are 
stamped with the degrading title “enemy aliens.” 


Mr. Hiram Motherwell has gone to extraordinary 
lengths in this policy of not recognizing the specific 
problems of the Jews. We pointed out one instance 
earlier in this article. In his book The Peace We 
Fight For he makes the following prognosis—or is it 
a recommendation?—concerning the Jewish future 
immediately after the war, under the rule of a tempo- 
rary “super-government” he expects to see estab- 
lished.* 


“The super-government cannot generally under- 
take to restore to the Jews the property which the 
Nazis have stolen from them. The vast fines and 
wholesale robberies to which all Europe has been 
subjected can never be made good. The status quo 
ante can never be restored. Since that is impossible, 
there can be no discrimination im favor of any one 
race or group. And, as I have pointed out elsewhere, 
not even real estate to which a clear title once existed 
can always be restored. 


“And, still more tragic perhaps, the super-govern- 
ment cannot undertake instant return of exiled popu- 





* Hiram Motherwell, The Peace We Fight For, Harper and 
Brothers, New York, 1943, p. 122. 
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lations to their former homes. Rather it will have to 
throw its influence toward keeping all exiles and ref- 
ugees where they are until orderly arrangements can 
be made for their return. 


“To the moral sense it may seem intolerable that 
the sufferings of these people should be permitted to 
continue for a single day after victory is achieved. But 
the effective righting of wrongs must come after the 
super-government has acquired some measure of con- 
trol over all elements of the situation. 


“One of the greatest services that Jewish commu- 
nities and congregations in America and elsewhere 
can contribute to reconstruction will be to counsel 
infinite patience.” 


The situation, then, as Mr. Motherwell sees it, is 
the following: Reparations will have to be partial 
and gradual; which means that non-Jewish business- 
men—including those in possession of Jewish busi- 
nesses?—will not get reparations immediately but 
will get loans so that production and distribution can 
be resumed. Jews will be treated equally and will not 
get immediate or full reparations; but since the whole 
capital of most of them will have been robbed, they 
will not qualify for loans either. Exiles will be treated 
equally also, being allowed to return only when 
“orderly arrangements” are made. But for most non- 
Jews, having families at home, the “orderly arrange- 
ments” should not take any time at all. They will 
come home rapidly and be absorbed in public works. 
The Jews, unfortunately will stay in concentration 
camps—for how long? 

This is surely the reductio ad absurdum of the pol- 
icy of non-recognition of specific Jewish problems. 
The unfortunate possibilities envisaged, with so much 
sympathy, by Mr. Motherwell refer only to the transi- 
tional period of relief and rehabilitation. Even more 
horrid prospects can easily be imagined if one is in- 
clined to pursue this fata morgana of so-called 
“equality” into the period of permanent reconstruc- 
tion. Such an approach to Jewish problems in the 
post-war world is calculated to lead us into one blind 
alley after another, and keep the suffering Jewish 
population of Europe in a torment of futile experi- 
ments for years after the war. 


The American Jewish Conference must clearly 
state two things: it must demand for those surviving 
Jews who wish to remain in Europe—especially the 
middle aged or unadjustable, those not completely 
uprooted and other similar categories—not “equal 
treatment” which ignores their special problems, but 
a relief and reconstruction program adjusted to their 
needs; and for those who wish it—especially the 
young and the Zionists—it must demand the right 
to emigrate and an open door in Palestine. This is 
our duty, to ourselves and to the suffering world, 
which has paid so much for its Jewish problem, and 
must not again have to pay the awful price. 
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Democracy and Monocracy 


by Leibush Lehrer 


HERE ARE those who feel compelled to com- 

fort humanity in these days of trial by citing the 
great social advances which resulted from equally 
tragic periods in the past. Why, they argue, are we 
so shocked and bewildered at the present plight of 
the world? Do we not know of similar calamities 
throughout human history? It is quite easy to adduce 
examples which seem to offer some consolation. In- 
deed it is nothing new for the earth to be drenched 
in blood by devastating wars, or for large masses of 
men and women to be enslaved by tyrants and dicta- 
tors. Our period is surely not uniquely accursed in a 
world which has gone through the untold misery 
and bloodshed caused by Attila, Genghis Khan, Ivan 
the Terrible and the like. Yet despots have failed 
again and again to shackle the human soul. In their 
attempts to do so they have unwittingly contributed 
to their own undoing. 


If such arguments were intended as a pure exer- 
cise in philosophy of history I should see no reason 
to quarrel with their authors. For, surely, if we re- 
duce social phenomena to their lowest terms, we are 
likely to discover general characteristics recurrent in 
them. But if the purpose is to give us a picture of 
what is really happening today, these generalizations 
are quite beside the point. I believe, in fact, that 
serious harm is being done by the attempt to befuddle 
our minds with broad generalizations, when we need 
a clear view of the specific features of our contem- 
porary situation, not for the purpose of contemplat- 
ing it only but in order to guide our action. It is 
precisely in our understanding of the unique and 
specific elements of contemporary history that we 
must look for counsel and guidance. 


The two polar extremes of the contemporary men- 
tality are usually designated as democracy and totali- 
tarianism. When we éxamine the world we live in 
in these terms, we must disregard the precise military 
alignments dictated by the interests of war and politi- 
cal expediency. We know that such alliances as the 
United Nations, or even the Axis partnership are not 
formed on the lines of ideologies or philosophic 
tastes. History has repeatedly corroborated the old 
truth that politics makes strange bedfellows. 


Nor can a clear-cut division between the demo- 
cratic and totalitarian mind be made according to 
the political regimes of the various countries. True, 
the political structure of any country probably is re- 
flected considerably in the psychological make-up of 
its péople. And this is, I think, the proper salient 
from which to set out on this discussion. But in a 
larger sense I am dealing with two different ap- 
proaches to life, two distinct patterns of thought and 


attitude which at present control and actuate the 
march of events. They are represented in different 
degrees within every nation, and sometimes even 
within the same person at different times. 


It may be a bit confusing when I choose political 
terms to describe concepts of an entirely different 
nature. But I feel justified, in this, at least as regards 
the term “democracy.” For from the philosophers of 
the eighteenth century down to John Dewey, democ- 
racy has stood for much more than the purely politi- 
cal concept. It has come to include politics, econ- 
omics, general culture, philosophy and even meta- 
physical assumptions. I admit that the same cannot 
be said in favor of “totalitarianism” as a psychologi- 
cal description. This is a term which has been in- 
troduced recently, and it has purely political conno- 
tations. It still echoes the accents of opposition and 
denunciation, which makes it unsuitable for calm 
psychological description. Because of this, and also 
in order to bring the contrast into sharper focus, I 
propose to use the term “monocracy” as opposed to 
democracy. 


We learn little of the essence of democracy if we 
define it in a purely quantitative sense as the rule of 
the many. The term “monocracy” also will convey 
little significance if we use it merely as connoting 
the rule of one person, the leader. We cannot deny 
the great importance of the overlordship of one per- 
son in all dictatorships. But this is only one aspect 
of the fundamental mentality shared by them all 
which results in this form of political order. The 
essential thing in a monocracy is not the single abso- 
lute ruler, but that the principle of “monism” gov- 
erns all life. Everywhere monocracy is based upon 
one exclusive conception of ultimate happiness, one 
social ideal, one political instrument, the Party, one 
line in art and education, ome system in science, 
one religion, or anti-religion, one general cultural 
pattern. 


Needless to say, all this represents only a general 
tendency. In practice the ideal is frequently blurred 
by all sorts of deviations from the true path. For the 
monocratic way is only the latest adventure in man’s 
quest for absolute certainty through the elimination 
of alternatives. The program to be sure, is contrary 
to all we know of human nature, and a universe pre- 
senting no alternatives would have been utterly in- 
capable of evolving the species homo as we see it in 
actual life. Monocracy must therefore resort to all 
kinds of social devices to inspire and force the fol- 
lowers of the faith despite human nature to adhere 
to a self-contradictory position. A major force hold- 
ing the artificial system together is the promise of 
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everlasting, millennial bliss. Monistic conformity is 
demanded as necessary to its attainment. Monocracy 
is thus an organization for the creation of psycho- 
logical “expendables.” 

It is characteristic of monocracy that it divides the 
whole area of human living into mutually exclusive 
fragments of truth and falsehood. Each part of the 
area contains only one true direction, the rest being 
false. The exigencies of life constantly give rise to 
new situations, each with only the one true path to 
follow. This path has no external sign-posts. It can 
only be detected by special institutions and ultimately 
by one man who discovers the right way by mystic 
intuition or by inordinately superior wisdom with 
which he has been endowed. In this atmosphere of 
mind, the human spirit conforms to a pattern of unity 
down to the most intimate expressions. Democratic 
mentality on the other hand is to a great extent de- 
termined by the tension between two expressions of 
psychic life, the individual and the social. One part 
of experience is felt to be personal and private as 
against the demands put to us by our fellowmen, 
felt as coming from the outside, and public in nature. 
The relations between these two may vary from 
hostile opposition to rapturous union. It is between 
these poles of acute antagonism and profound sym- 
pathy of the individual and the public within 
us that the democratic character is formed. It is here 
that the self gets its most pregnant values. Here also 
is the origin of the individual conscience. 

However, the very concept of humanity, as we 
know it, is foreign to the monocratic mentality. For 
just as it divides thought into one form which is 
good, and the rest which are bad, so it splits humanity 
into adherents and enemies. Only the former are 
entitled to moral consideration. ‘Moreover, since this 
whole mental organization is built in such a way 
that what is true today may become false tomorrow, 
its morality gets a peculiar twist. It lacks the con- 
stancy and the feeling of absoluteness characteristic 
of moral values. Under such circumstances, the ap- 
praisal of humanity varies according to the needs of 
the Party. 

We are apt to make the most serious mistakes if 
we suppose that the monocratic “Party” is the same 
as the political organization in the democracies which 
is designated by the same term. The difference be- 
tween “Party” and “party” is so great, that I wish 
monocracy had worked out its own special term. 

The democratic concept of party derives its very 
meaning from the fact that it is one of many. A 
party must have a social theory, a platform, or im- 
portant planks fundamentally different from those 
of its opponents. If the democratic type of party 
finds itself without opponents, it ceases to be alto- 
gether. 

The monocratic Party, on the other hand, is a 
peculiar formation typical of the mentality which it 
represents. It is not merely the social embodiment 
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of a concert of opinion regarding important issues. 
It has in some way acquired the power to detect the 
only true path in historical evolution. It is not merely 
a group consisting of the members that compose it. 
In a sense it does not depend upon its membership 
at all. It is above and beyond them. Even a majority 
of them may sometimes be judged as deviating from 
the Party line. The “line” is a sort of metaphysical 
construct revealed to the intuition or the wisdom of 
the supreme leader, who in turn stands in direct 
communication with “destiny”, or—if you like a more 
scientific jargon—with “historical necessity.” To all 
intents and purposes the Party has most of the attri- 
butes of a deity. The fact that it defines itself in the 
most practical secular terms is of great importance 
too, for this shows not only its eagerness to adapt 
itself to a realistic way of thinking, but that it ab- 
solves its adherents from that higher personal and 
private morality which is so characteristic of believers 
in religious deities. 

This leads us to a consideration of the type of 
conscience which monocratic mentality engenders. 
In Arthur Koestler’s book “Darkness at Noon”, there 
are a number of penetrating psychological observa- 
tions regarding the thoughts and attitudes of indivi- 
duals whose minds are completely under the sway of 
totalitarian morality. The book, of course, presents 
the Moscow trials in fictional form. During one of 
the talks between the State Attorney and the chief 
defendant the former remarks, “To sell oneself for 
thirty pieces of silver is an honest transaction; but 
to sell oneself to one’s own conscience is to abandon 
mankind.” Of course he does not mean mankind in 
the usual sense. He really means the Party which is 
the only representation of what is true and good in 
humanity. Likewise, he does not mean conscience in 
general, for some sort of a conscience lives in all of 
us whether we want it or not. There is no reason to 
assume that it is not to be found in the members of 
the Party who subject themselves voluntarily to in- 
tense suffering for the sake of others or for the prom- 
ise of eternal happiness to all. What he means is the 
type of conscience represented by democratic men- 
tality, which is far different from its monocratic 
counterpart. 

Mental life is a curious intermingling of yearn- 
ings and motives emanating from inner sources, and 
rules of conduct and customs, which come from the 
outside. Perfect integration of all these would imply 
absolute harmony between all the “inners” and all 
the “outers”, so that no conflict of motives and de- 
sires would ever arise. Since this is unthinkable we 
are constantly subjected to psychic conflicts of all 
kinds. The resulting pangs are due to the norms of 
right and wrong which had been set up in us, and 
according to which we pass judgment on ourselves. 
It is this internalization of external patterns of life— 
and the attempt to integrate them with our own 
inner experiences which constitutes the basis for what 
we call conscience. This is undoubtedly the kind of 
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conscience which Mr. Koestler has in mind when he 
says, “He has discovered a conscience, and a con- 
science renders one as unfit for the revolution as a 
double chin.” 


Monocratic conscience, though it unquestionably 
exists, tends to be constituted in an entirely different 
way. Instead of this internalization of the “outer”, 
the ideal type of this sort of conscience demands the 
utter annihilation of the “inner”. Thus final judg- 
ment of right conduct will be based entirely upon 
arbitrary rules imposed from without. But we know 
that constant change in the rules of the game is the 
only unchangeable thing in monocratic society. 
Hence its morality cannot reside in the substance of 
its decrees but rather in the authority which sanc- 
tions them. The voice of conscience will rise in pro- 
test when the subject fails completely to annihilate 
his personality so that at some point he cannot in- 
wardly identify himself with the orders which he is 
to carry out. In a word, democratic conscience arises 
in the process of personalizing social values, while 
the monocratic variety feeds on depersonalizing them. 


How then can there be any room for a personal 
self in such a scheme? Indeed there is none. Small 
wonder then that such an individual, in moments of 
inner crisis, is puzzled, even terrified by the feeling 
of a living self which he cannot harmonize with his 
inured way of thinking. Let us turn again to Mr. 
Koestler’s interesting observations. “He found out 
that the processes wrongly known as monologues are 
really dialogues of a special kind; dialogues in which 
One partner remains silent, the other, against all 
grammatical rules, addresses him as ‘I’ instead of 
‘you’ in order to creep into his confidence and to 
fathom his intentions; but the silent partner just re- 
mains silent, shuns observations and refuses to be 
localized in time and space.” The monocratic men- 
tality which clings to the most brutal forms of naive 
realism is naturally alarmed at the ghastly sight of a 
specter which cannot be “localized in time and space.” 
But his proper spirit soon descends upon him. He 
found out that “the infinite was a politically suspect 
quantity, the ‘I’ a suspect quality.” So he decides that 
the “I” is simply a “grammatical fiction.” Thus one 
of the most perplexing problems of philosophy and 
psychology has been reduced to a grammatical form 
—the first person singular. 

This fits very well with the conception of the Party 
as the only reality to be reckoned with. The demo- 
cratic self, too, is of course an integral part of the 
group to which it must intimately belong. But there 
is a great difference in the meaning of “part”. Each 
member of the body is a part, and it has no life out- 
side of the whole to which it is linked. But it is 
differentiated in its functions, and it enjoys a measure 
of autonomy. It is even subject to characteristic di- 
seases of its own and has its own therapeutics. In a 
monocracy the single member is also considered a 
part, but not in the above sense. It is a part in the 
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sense of a drop in a body of water, wholly undiffer- 
entiated, not circumscribed in its functions, entirely 
fused with its immediate surroundings. 

That the “grammatical fiction” is a mere figment 
of monocratic rhetoric; that it is merely a verbal at- 
tempt to extricate oneself from an all too real pre- 
dicament, may at times be revealed even to the most 
devout totalitarian. The expression does show, how- 
ever, the sort of inner conflicts to which such a men- 
tality is subject, and the conditions to which it must 
constantly adjust itself. The very boldness in explain- 
ing away one’s own self is added testimony to the 
tremendous social and spiritual pressure weighing 
down upon monocratic intelligence. 

In most cases totalitarian ideology has chosen not to 
use a vocabulary of its own. It has courted rather than 
avoided misunderstanding of its concepts. Thus it 
speaks of humanity and freedom, though the words 
assume entirely different meanings from the usual 
ones. But something so radically new in the world 
of human mentalities could not avoid entirely the 
use of characteristic epithets in some cases. I shall 
consider only two such instances. If I take them both 
from the Communist dictionary it is because this 
brand of monocracy postulates final purposes more 
closely connected with traditional human ideals than 
the others. For this reason we are in greater danger 
of misunderstanding. 

It is surely no accident that a non-Party member 
who nevertheless supports its views and practices is 
designated as a fellow-traveler. The common word 
used in analogous cases is sympathizer. This was also 
the name given to those who had been favorably 
inclined toward the revolutionary movement in 
Czarist Russia. When we call a man a sympathizer, 
we stress a psychological quality; we underscore that 
the man has gone through certain inner experiences. 
In other words a sympathizer is above all a man who 
sympathizes. 


But what does a fellow-traveler signify? It tells 
us what he does, not what he feels. It describes 
merely certain physical traits displayed by his actions; 
he goes along, he moves in a certain direction. A 
sympathizer must be a man, a fellow-traveler may be 
just an organism capable of following a prescribed 
course. He may be the sort of man who as an indi- 
vidual may be persuaded to think of himself as a 
“grammatical fiction”, though he achieves this 
through hiding from himself whatever else he really 
happens to be. 

The other expression has to do with something by 
far more essential. I have in mind the place of the 
phenomenon called death in monocratic mentality. 
Mr. Koestler’s hero has a noteworthy remark about 
this: “In the Party death was no mystery, it had no 
romantic aspect. It was a logical consequence. The 
customary expression was physical liquidation, the 
cessation of political activity.” This word “liquida- 
tion” for death, which seems only a little harsh and 
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churlish, is, I think, one of the most remarkable 
characteristics of Homo Monocraticus. 


Our usual attitude toward death is merely another 
aspect of our mentality which considers the indivi- 
dual self as unquestioned reality. The death of a 
person is the loss of one of life’s autonomous centers 
for the actual and potential enhancement of the 
values of human existence. The feeling of bereave- 
ment which death evokes testifies to the explosive 
shock that the termination of the life of an individual 
causes. 


Hence to democratic mentality death, regardless of 
the fact that it is a daily occurrence, must be in all 
cases a tragic event. The very contemplation of it 
creates the uneasiness entailed by the loss of some- 
thing beyond any power in the world to replace. 
Moreover, the very knowledge that there will be a 
day marking our end is the most painful limitation 
of the feeling of continuity within us, a limitation 
which is truly hard to bear. The promise of a great 
future without us is a real consolation only in so far 
as our own nothingness is inconceivable as long as 
we are alive. 


Many of the superstitions surrounding death have 
disappeared, but the feeling of the uncanny and the 
eerie atmosphere which envelopes us still survives. 
Something ineffably weird cries out to us from the 
bodily remains which announce the termination of 
life. The word “death” is so humanly unique, so 
pregnant with feelings and values with which we 
invest the significance of the human person, that no 
synonym can take its place. 


Wherever capital punishment is legally recognized, 
the executioner does not enjoy the respectability of an 
ordinary law-abiding citizen. Thus one who is directly 
instrumental in taking the life of even a dangerous 
criminal, as decreed by law, cannot escape our ab- 
horrence, however gently we may express it. Our 
attitude toward individual human life is such that 
we cannot indifferently acquiesce in its extinction. 


The introduction of the term “liquidation” points 
in the most flagrant manner to the reversal of this 
attitude by monocratic mentality. If the individual 
is merely an echo of choices and decisions reached by 
an outside social or metaphysical entity; if his unique 
self is an illusion, a “grammatical fiction” then his 
loss is the destruction of a mere instrument, which 
_when it goes wrong, is replaced by another, capable 
of better adjustment. The most important difference 
between the two attitudes is that the concept of death 
excludes the possibility of replacement by an exact 
duplicate, while “liquidation” implies it. 

It is of cardinal importance for us, both scienti- 
fically and socially, to discover in the colossal social 
laboratory of the world that under certain conditions 
it is quite possible to evoke a mentality tending in 
such a direction. It seems paradoxical, yet true, that 
man is capable of assembling great moral strength 
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to inhibit his own moral impulses. To be sure, he 
cannot avoid new inner conflicts and incompatibili- 
ties, yet he can still evolve a type of mentality to pro- 
tect him in his hopeless moral, emotional and intel- 
lectual contradictions. A similar mental pattern often 
arises in an army on the battlefield, but it is perhaps 
the first time in history that we find it so conspicu- 
ously prevalent in civil life. 


I have set out to describe two types of present-day 
mentality. I knew that since I, myself, belong to one 
of them I might not exercise complete detachment 
in depicting the other. Frankly, this was not any aim. 
I feel too strongly what the monocratic mentality has 
done and is doing to the world. Something within 
me would revolt against a mere description not col- 
ored by evaluation. For after all this is not the time 
to shut our eyes to the dangers before us. 


An admirable utterance was left us by a great 
rabbi: “Nothing in the world is more complete than 
a broken heart.” I hope for conditions in this tor- 
tured world of ours in which the monocratic men- 
tality will be speedily reduced. Its hopeless inad- 
equacy will surely contribute to that. But whatever 
we may say of it today, one thing is certain: its out- 
look on human life is such that those under its spell 
can never enjoy the inner exaltation which comes 
from the completeness of a broken heart. 


BENEATH THE BURDEN... 
by Chaim Nachman Bialik 


Beneath the burden of your love, 
Bowed down, I cannot lift me up! 
Ah, woe is me! I am become 

A penny shaken in your cup! 


Why do you so besiege my hearth? 
What evil have I done? What good? 
I am no prophet, no, nor bard, 

I am a humble hewer of wood. 


A hewer of wood, a man of the axe, 
Doing my day’s work to the full: 

Dusk falls, my arm is weary, and 

The edge of my much-used axe is dull. 


Of a short day a journeyman, 

A labourer on your estates, 

No time have I for jubilee, 

And no time now for your debates. 


How shall we show our countenance, 
And how the morrow greet? Depart! 
Each to summation of his life! 

Each to the burdens of his heart! 


Translated by A. M. KLEIN 
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Israel Zinberg 


Historian of Jewish Literature 
by Jacob S. Minkin 


Although a few months have passed since the 
death of Dr. Israel Zinberg was announced, the mys- 
tifying circumstances surrounding his demise have 
not been cleared up. It is as if it was destined that 
the man who had lived all his life in retirement 
should die in obscurity. 

According to the best available information, Dr. 
Israel Zinberg, one of the most interesting and color- 
ful figures of his age—colorful despite his shyness, 
modesty and almost pathological shrinking from 
public notice—spent the last five years of his life in 
a Russian political concentration camp, where he died 
in March of this year. 

Yet, what offense could he have committed, what 
crime could he have been guilty of —this quiet, gentle 
scholar who spent his days in the chemical labora- 
tory where he worked and his nights barricaded in 
his study behind his books writing, creating, envisag- 
ing, volume after volume, his monumental “History 
of Jewish Literature” that he should die with the 
stigma of a political criminal attached to his name? 

Dr. Zinberg was not a man of action. The ways 
of the world, this world, the world in which he lived, 
were strange to him. The only action he knew was 
the action of the chemical compounds in his tubes 
and retorts or the remote acts of the men and times 
he described so lovingly in his books. He was not 
interested in the social and political changes of his 
time, in the storms and revolutions that swirled 
around him in the city where he lived and labored. 
He knew more of the intrigues, plots and conspiracies 
of the courts of Andalusia, Avignon or the Moslem 
Caliphs than what was happening in the cradle-city 
of the Russian Revolution. 

His work had obsessed him. In the depth of his 
heart was peace and calm. There were few changes 
in his life. He lived in the same house, in the same 
street, in the same city for forty years. He was a 
saintly character, almost a recluse from the society of 
men. Were it not for the fact that he was a scientist, 
his place was more properly in some Polish or Lithu- 
anian Bet Midrash than in the Leningrad factory 
where he worked surrounded by the fumes and smells 
of chemical stuffs. 

Dr. Israel Zinberg was a pure scholar. But literary 
scholarship was not his profession; it was rather his 
avocation. His specialty was not literature but chem- 
istry, which he studied and in which he took his 
Doctor’s degree at the Basle University in Switzer- 
land. He was perhaps the only Jewish scientist who 
turned to literary scholarship and became famous. 
Dr. Max Nordau was another; but Nordau was more 


of a literateur or a journalist than a pure scholar. He 
did not work with the same precision and accuracy 
as did Dr. Zinberg. 


Nor did Zinberg have the traditional prepara- 
tion for the great work in which he later excelled. 
For Israel Zinberg was not a product of the Heder 
and Yeshiba, the traditional training ground of most 
Jewish scholars and creative artists. What Hebrew 
learning he had was acquired privately and in a 
rather modern and enlightened manner. 


He studied the sciences and devoted himself to 
chemistry, but he had an inborn love for Jewish liter- 
ature and an equally surpassing love for the com- 
mon people. His deepest wish was to enlighten and 
instruct them. He therefore began his literary career 
by writing popular articles, and he wrote on a variety 
of subjects, chiefly scientific. He wrote in Hebrew and 
in Russian, but later he took to writing in Yiddish, 
feeling that it was the language in which he could 
benefit the masses most. He even composed a book 
on the principles of chemistry in the same language. 

But his style was heavy and involved. He was a 
scientist and not a literary artist; he had never learned 
the art of self-discipline and the editors to whom he 
sent his articles struggled hard to clarify his ideas. 
Indeed, he toiled and sweated before he won his 
literary spurs. Was it his shrinking modesty or the 
failure of his contemporaries to recognize his talents? 
At any rate, it was some time before the literary and 
scientific circles in St. Petersburg came to realize the 
fact that there was a man in their midst burdened 
with greater knowledge, filled with more enthusiasm 
to teach and create than most men living. 

What impelled Israel Zinberg to venture on the 
colossal task of writing a History of Jewish Litera- 
ture? There was before him Graetz’s multi-volumed 
“History of the Jews”, which is as much a literary as 
a social and political history of the Jewish people. 
There was before him Gustav Karpeles’ huge tome, 
“Geschichte der Juedischen Literatur”. There were 
many other individual volumes dealing with single 
periods and different phases of Jewish literature. At 
the time Zinberg set himself to work, Simon Dubnow 
was already engaged on his “Universal History of 
the Jews”, giving a correct and accurate account of 
their.creative genius. 

But Israel Zinberg was dissatisfied. He missed in 
these works the lyrical theme, the romantic adven- 
ture, the rhapsodic element, the social and cultural 
note of Jewish literature. He conceived literature as 
a progression of ideas, movements, social and ethical 
changes as reflected in its poetry, ethics, philosophy, 
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mysticism, and even polemics. The extensive rabbinic 
creation of the Middle Ages has its place in such liter- 
ature, but it must not be allowed to overshadow the 
general theme. 

And so, he set himself to work in the year 1915, 
the very year when the world was convulsed by the 
World War I, a year of universal strife and turmoil 
for all mankind and one of blood and tears for the 
Jews. He felt the greatness of his task, the immensity 
of his purpose, the inescapable duty of his mission, so 
that when the world was in flames and his people 
rocked by disaster he sat and worked quietly, patient- 
ly, stubbornly, almost unconscious of what was going 
on about him. Revolution and civil war raged in 
St. Petersburg and in all Russia, but Zinberg sat and 
worked; there was hunger, there was terror, blood 
flowed freely in the Russian capital, he was not 
moved; St. Petersburg changed to Petrograd, Petro- 
grad to Leningrad, it had not interrupted his work 
for a minute; the old world was destroyed, a new 
world was born; Absolutism gave way to Socialism, 
Socialism to Bolshevism, Kerensky, Lenin, Trotzky, 
Stalin came upon the scene, it made no difference to 
Israel Zinberg who sat obsessed by his work. Never 
was a man more unsparing, more pitiless with him- 
self than this man bending over his manuscript, add- 
ing page to page to the mountain of paper before 
him. There was no food on the table, no wood or 
coal in the stove, he sat hungry and wrapped in tat- 
ters, his fingers hardly able to hold on to the pen, 
but the work went on. 

He amassed enormous material; his erudition was 
astounding; hardly a book bearing on his subject es- 
caped him; he had complete mastery of his work; 
when he lacked a book or manuscript he needed, he 
corresponded with friends and fellow-workers in for- 
eign lands to supply him with what he wanted. The 
amount of research and preparation that went into 
his work is almost unbelievable, for he would not 
accept any opinion without weighing and testing it 
in his own mind. It is the more remarkable when 
one considers that he worked in isolation, in captivity, 
one might say, removed and far away from the com- 
pany of fellow-scholars. And he felt the loneliness 
of his life and bitterly complained about it to the 
friends with whom he was in correspondence. In- 
deed, in 1920 he seriously considered leaving Lenin- 
grad and settling in the United States, which, he 
opined, was destined to be the center of Jewish life 
and culture. 

The quality of the man, the honesty of his mind 
and the conscientiousness with which he worked are 
seen best in his correspondence. He writes to an 
American friend: “Every work or writer I deal with, 
even though I am thoroughly acquainted with him 
and have even once written about him, nevertheless 
I must familiarize myself with him anew. It is only 
after I have come in intimate personal contact with 
him, so to say, that I can properly and correctly ap- 
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praise him.” (Opatashu-Leivick, “Sammelbicher”, 
vol. V, p. 288.) 

For nearly forty years he worked on his great 
“History of Jewish Literature.” The work grew under 
his diligent hands, so that by the time of his mysteri- 
ous arrest in 1938, he had completed ten volumes, 
bringing the subject almost up to date. Considering 
that he took the tenth century as his starting point, 
it is the most extensive history of Jewish literature 
in existence. 

For a glimpse into his manner of working, one 
cannot do better than quote Israel Zinberg’s own 
words. He writes to an American friend: “I draw my 
subsistence from an entirely different source (than 
writing). As is customary with many Jews, I lead a 
double life. Indeed, I may be said to be a dual per- 
sonality. During the day, the noise and tumult of 
the factory, scientific chemistry, with metallurgical 
experiments, besides endless meetings, reports and 
observations. Only in the evening, often late in the 
night, I assume the shape of an ‘author in Israel’ and 
join the company of the ecstatics, fanatics, seekers 
after God, men like Baal Shem, Nahman Bratzlav, 
and their like. When little time remains for this 
world of the spirit, one helps himself by borrowing 
time from sleep. It is thus that one is always in debt, 
in debt to himself.” (Ibid. p. 281.) 


Recluse though his work had necessarily made him, 
he, nevertheless, retained a perennial interest in the 
company of living men and he did not deny himself 
to them when they sought him out. Again writing 
to a New York correspondent, he says: “In the eve- 
ning friends come, men thirsting for a word of Torah, 
to talk about my literary work or discuss some cul- 
tural subject. And I must confess a weakness for the 
contact with living human beings. The old publi- 
cist’s interest in worldly matters has not completely 
faded in me. However much I love the company of 
old books, documents and the wrangling of men and 
ideas in days gone by, I love still more the association 
of men living, thinking, struggling in the present 
with all their victories and defeats, with all their 
rovings, strivings and illusions.” (Ibid. p. 299.) 

Dr. Zinberg spent fourteen years in collecting, ar- 
ranging and sifting his material. He read avidly, 
greedily, voraciously, swallowing whole libraries in 
as many languages as Jewish literature is written in. 
He read and took notes till the ink-well got dry and 
mountains of paper accumulated. Scientist that he 
was, everything was done with the most exacting pre- 
cision. Yet before the first line was written the whole 
plan and structure of the work was carefully out- 
lined in his mind. To test himself, he published sev- 
eral articles and monographs in a number of Yiddish 
and Jewish-Russian publications. He wrote first in 
Russian which he afterwards himself translated into 
Yiddish. 

The first volume of his epochal work appeared in 
Vilna in 1929, and it began with the Jewish Golden 
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Age in Spain. In eight years seven more volumes 
appeared, bringing the story of Jewish literature up 
to the end of the first half of the nineteenth century. 
He conceived his “History of Jewish Literature” as 
a ten-volume work, bringing the subject down to the 
outbreak of World War I. Writing to Mr. Isaac 
Rivkind in May, 1934, he said: “The whole work is 
planned to be in ten volumes. Given life and strength, 
the ninth volume will treat of the pogroms in Russia 
in 1881-1882, and the concluding book of contempo- 
rary literature down to the beginning of the World 
War.” (Zukunft, May 1943, p. 304.) 

That, however, he was not fated to do, for in 1938, 
for some unknown reason, he was arrested, and then, 
silence ... In vain did his American colleagues write 
and cable, trying frantically to get in touch with him. 
There was no answer, as if the earth had swallowed 
him up. He was safe—in the hands of the OGPU... 


A premonition of such destiny befalling him must 
have come to him, for in May, 1937, the last time 
he was heard from, he wrote to his American friend, 
Joseph Opatashu: “I am a fatalist . . . and if it is 
destined that I should complete my work, one way 
or another, it will be done. If, however, not, it will 
be the will of God .. .” 

And so, in March 1943, when even in the midst 
of a world catastrophe his friends were making prep- 
arations to celebrate the double simbha of his seven- 
tieth birthday and the completion of his monumental 
work, the news came of Dr. Israel Zinberg’s death— 
in a political concentration camp. 

It was not the “will of God” which snatched the 
pen from the hand of a great master ere his work 
was done, but a cruel and bitter fate, possibly the 
evil machination of a jealous and over-zealous Jew- 
ish Communist who resented the devotion and 
warmth which the saintly Zinberg had bestowed on 
his work. He was the tragic victim of a system which 
has slain so many for no better reason than the mere 
rumor of a suspicion. 

But although Dr. Israel Zinberg’s “History of 
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Jewish Literature” was not finished, it will live. It 
will live for the completeness, the thoroughness, the 
conscientiousness, and, above all, the warmth and 
gentleness with which it was written. Yes, the 
warmth and gentleness, for these too are indispens- 
able qualities in the writing of any book, most of all 
a history of Jewish literature. And they are qualities 
in which Dr. Zinberg excelled. He may have been 
pedantic, he may have been diffuse, he may have 
over-written; he lacked the mastery of style and the 
artistic subtlety of expression; he quotes too often 
and at too great length, and some of his appraisals 
are more like independent monographs than closely- 
knit chapters in a book. But there is warmth and 
sympathy throughout, a thorough understanding of 
his subject and a genuine attempt to integrate each 
book and author in the general social and cultural 
pattern of his time. 


He did more. He looked for the personality of a 
man behind his book, for the underlying causes of 
sectarian movements behind the stir and strife they 
created. He projected himself into their life, he felt 
a closeness and intimacy with them as if the men of 
the past were living personalities, instead of anti- 
quated figures. Men and books had a meaning for 
him. He was sometimes more interested in the secu- 
lar and literary phase of a man’s life than in his 
philosophy or rabbinic learning if they revealed his 
character, his personality, his reaction to his environ- 
ment. One might offer in evidence his chapters on 
Ibn Gabirol, Rabbi Judah Halevi, Abraham Ibn 
Ezra, Nahmanides, Abulafia, and more recentely, his 
treatment of Israel Baal Shem, Nahman Bratzlav, etc. 
The bizarre and romantic appealed to him; he thus 
devoted four times as many pages to the eccentric 
character of Leon da Modena, the famous rabbi of 
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Venice than to Rashi, the classical commentator of 
the Bible and the Talmud. 

Dr. Israel Zinberg the scientist, the realist, citizen 
of a Communist state, his country if not he himself 
devoted to the Marxian doctrine, had a preference for 
the ecstatic, the rhapsodic, the mystical. His chapters 
on Kabbalah are perhaps among the most interesting 
and illuminating in his work. Few men wrote of 
Hassidism with greater love and warmth than he. 
Where Simon Dubnow is cold and detached, he is 
spontaneous and fervent. He felt greater kinship 
with the pietist, the moralist, the fanatic, the man 
of God, than with the scholar, the thinker, the philos- 
opher. 

Dr. Israel Zinberg has left behind a great legacy, 
a monumental work of love, learning and industry, 
one for which he will long be gratefully remem- 
bered. While there are other works of its kind, his 
“History of Jewish Literature” is perhaps the best 
read and most widely distributed—a tribute both to 
the author and to the Yiddish-reading public. Never- 
theless he was conscious of the limitations the lang- 
uage in which it was written had imposed upon his 
work and was eager to see it translated into English. 
He corresponded with the late Professor Israel David- 
son about it (“Sammelbicher”, V, p. 293), but by 
that time the equally useful and meritorious Dr. 
Meyer Waxman’s “History of Jewish Literature” was 
already making its appearance and his dream came 
to nothing. 

For its excellent qualities Dr. Israel Zinberg’s “His- 
tory of Jewish Literature” has few equals. Laymen, 
and scholars, too, wishing to catch a glimpse of the 
vast variety of Jewish genius as it had revealed 
itself in a thousand years of Jewish history will do 
no better than, among other kindred works, turn to 
this monumental masterpiece of Jewish learning. 
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MARRIAGE LAWS IN THE BIBLE AND 
TALMUD. By Louis M. Epstein. Har- 
vard University Press, 360 pp. $3.50. 

Dr. Louis M. Epstein has made 
another contribution to our knowledge 
of the Jewish family. Marriage Laws 


' $n the Bible and Talmud continues an 


investigation begun in his earlier work, 
The Jewish Marriage Contract, and 
helps to round out the picture of a 
long and eventful development in one 
of the basic institutions of Judaism. 
The specific themes covered in this 
book include polygamy, concubinage, 
the levirate marriage, intermarriage, in- 
cest, and various other marriage pro- 
hibitions. And each of these themes 


of the primary as well as secondary 
literature in the field: the pre-Biblical 
records of Babylonian, Assyrian and 
Hittite origin; the records of the Bible 
and Talmud; as well as the vast inter- 
pretive literature produced by modern 
scholarship. Dr. Epstein moreover actu- 
ally carries his inquiry beyond the 
Bible and Talmud, and includes full 
discussions of marriage laws in the dis- 
sident Jewish sources, Hellenistic and 
Christian literature, the Zadokite and 
Karaite writings, as well as in the post- 
Talmudic Jewish writings from medi- 
eval to modern times. Dr Epstein 
touches only lightly on those aspects 
of the Jewish family which have 


is examined in the light of a full surveyproven of special difficulty in present 


day Jewish life, such as the aganah and 
halizah problems. But he offers us the 
historical setting and the essential facts 
of law and life that have produced 
these problems and that are basic to 
their solution. 


The vast scope of Dr. Epstein’s work 
makes it a mine of authoritative in- 
formation which the student of the 
Jewish family will find invaluable. 
Despite the technical character of many 
of the discussions, the book will also 
be found readable, even by the layman. 
It is rendered so by the author’s fine 
English prose and by the intrinsic 
interest which the study of family 
origins has for people. The average 
reader for example will follow with 
suspense the winding story of concu- 
binage in Israel. Concubinage as a 
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legitimate element in the structure of 
the Jewish family was finally abolished 
after a prolonged struggle, thanks to 
the decisive influence of Maimonides. 
But such authorities as Nachmanides, 
R. Nissim, and R. Meir of Padua per- 
mitted it. And as late as the 18th 
century Rabbi Jacob Israel Emden of 
Altona declared: “It is a mitzvah to 
proclaim publicly the permission of 
concubinage.” The practice was of 
course outlawed in the codes of R. 
Jacob ben Asher and R. Joseph Karo. 
Equally interesting is the story of the 
abolition of polygamy among Jews. 
For a long time it remained a sub- 
ject of controversy, and to this day 
Jews in the Orient and North Africa 
allow polygamous marriages. 

One may differ with Dr. Epstein in 
individual interpretations of his source 
material. Thus many will question his 
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THE HEBREW UNIVERSITY, JERU- 
SALEM. Its History and Development. 
Second Edition (Revised). Azriel 
Press. Jerusalem, 1942. 

This is a university bulletin which 
at first sight seems very like all other 
university bulletins. It contains the 
names of officers and board, details on 
tuition fees and registration, lists of 
scholarships and prizes, descriptions of 
library, museum and scientific collec- 
tions, even many of the familiar 
courses—"“History and Philosophy of 
Education,” “Comparative Grammar of 
the Romance Languages,” “History of 
Modern Philosophy from Descartes to 
Kant,” “Development of the British 
Commonwealth of Nations,” “Theories 
of Atoms,” “Functions of Real and 
Complex Variables.” Yet even in the 
list of courses there are notable differ- 
ences between this catalogue and any 
others one may have seen. Two very 
different groups of subjects dominate 
the curriculum—Jewish and Semitic 
studies, on the one hand, and physics, 
chemistry, biology and mathematics, 
on the other. As a matter of fact, the 
University’s first three institutes, es- 
tablished in 1923 and 1924, were de- 
voted to chemistry, microbiology and 
Jewish studies, respectively. The an- 
cient tradition of Jewish learning and 
the modern emphasis on exact science 
have been characteristic of the Hebrew 
University from its very first day. This 
is no accident: the whole of the Zion- 
ist movement has always been rooted 
in the Bible and Jewish tradition while 
it has built Palestine in accordance 
with the most modern of economic 
and scientific ideas and techniques. The 
ancient rites of the gathering of the 
Omer and the dedication of the first 
fruits are celebrated in irrigated fields 


description of Ezra’s reforms as the 
workings of a “racialistic” national- 
ism. Ezra sought the dissolution of 
mixed marriages, but he was not a 
racialist. His objection to mixed mar- 
riages were moral and religious, and, 
harsh as his measures were, they are 
fully explicable in the perspective of 
history. If the restored Babylonian 
exiles were to become the nucleus of 
a new Jewish commonwealth whose 
role in history was to bear witness to 
the Torah, they had to be purged of 
pagan contamination. Racialism ap- 
praises people not in moral but in 
biological terms. 

Reservations as to details must not 
obscure the value of the book. It 
offers us an excellent account of the 
Jewish family in its historical devel- 
opment. 

BEN ZION BOKSER 
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intensively cultivated by members of 
collective farms. 


The organic relationship between 
the Zionist movement and the Hebrew 
University is clearly set forth in the 
historic sketch with which the Bulle- 
tin opens, It is this relationship that 
gives the reader of the Bulletin a con- 
stant sense of wide vistas. Not only 
the special emphases in the curriculum 
but detail after detail of the Univer- 
sity’s development and activities reflect 
the forces that have moulded Zionism 
and the Palestinian Yishuv. Proposed 
at the very first Zionist Congress, the 
plan for a Hebrew University was for- 
mally sanctioned by the eleventh Con- 
gress in 1913. The land acquired for 
it on Mount Scopus was bought in 
large part by the Chovevei Zion of 
Odessa and Isaac Leib Goldberg of 
Vilna. The World War delayed the 
opening of the University by a few 
years, but the laying of its cornerstone 
was one of the very first acts of the 
Zionist Commission which came to 
Palestine in 1918 while Allenby’s 
forces were still fighting for the coun- 
try. Developing with swiftness and 
efficiency, the University has already 
served in no small measure as a refuge 
for Jewish scholars thrust out of their 
posts in Central Europe and Italy. The 
names and academic careers of the fac- 
ulty, listed at the end of the Bulletin, 
are a fascinating and deeply moving 
footnote on the course of modern Jew- 
ish history. It is worth noting that the 
Professor of Bible was born in Flor- 
ence, the Professor of Psychology in 
Pisa, the Professor of Jewish Mysti- 
cism in Berlin, the holder of the Achad 
Ha’am Chair of Philosophy in London, 
and the Chief Surgeon of the Hadas- 
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sah-University Hospital in New Zea- 
land. 


The University has come to the res- 
cue, too, of many hundreds of Euro- 
pean Jewish students to whom all 
academic doors in Europe were closed. 
In the year 1940-1941 alone, 706 or 
about three-fourths of the 1053 stu- 
dents registered at the University had 
received their secondary education in 
the Diaspora. Of these 213 came from 
Poland, 118 from Germany and Aus- 
tria, 119 from Czechoslovakia, 67 from 
Rumania and 58 from Hungary. But 
the University’s service to the develop- 
ment of Jewish Palestine as a whole, 
has been even more notable than its 
purely academic service in the instruc- 
tion of young people. The Bulletin 
analyzes the University’s part in the 
evolution of the Hebrew language and 
the Palestinian Jewish school system, 
and the assistance it has offered in 
solving many of the practical problems 
of Jewish settlement. The University 
Press has published Hebrew transla- 
tions of philosophic classics and mod- 
ern scientific works; University teach- 
ers have written many of the textbooks 
most widely used in the Yishuv’s ele- 
mentary and secondary schools. One 
of these is a text on Arabic prepared 
by the late Levi Billig and Avinoam 
Yellin, both of whom were murdered 
by Arab terrorists during the riots of 


1936-1938. 


The University’s integral place in 
Palestinian Jewish life is most clearly 
seen in the practical work its staff does 
in many fields. The Laboratory of Soil 
Science has systematically studied the 
soil of the country and methods of 
fertilizing and irrigating it. The Me- 
teorological Laboratory's rain maps are 
indispensable aids to agriculturalists. 
The Department of Chemistry has 
made a particular effort to promote 
Palestine’s industrial development dur- 
ing the war: it has investigated the 
commercial utilization of Dead Sea 
salts, the production of important plas- 
tics from local raw materials, the in- 
dustrial uses of orange peel. The De- 
partments of Bacteriology and Hygiene 
are concerned with the control and 
treatment of malaria, the preparation 
of various important vaccines, and the 
problems of nutrition in Palestine. 
This practical tendency in the Univer- 
sity’s work has lately been reinforced 
by the opening of the School of Agri- 
culture on which great hopes are laid. 
Clearly, this is a live and growing in- 
stitution, essential part of the life and 
growth of the nation’s center and 
home. 


SULAMITH SCHWARTZ 
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sented in Parliament by anybody but a 
Wedgwood. He was thus subject to 
no political pressure from any side. 
The loyalty of his constituency, upon 
which a Wedgwood could always 
count, made him perfectly free to act 
as his conscience commanded. Even 
in the British Parliament, he was re- 
garded as an eccentric, holding his 
seat on the basis of an almost feudal 
tradition, and representing neither 
family nor class interests, He always 
fought against special privileges of 
birth and wealth. He was an advocate 
not only of the oppressed of his own 
people, but of the semi-civilized ne- 
gtoes of the African jungle and of na- 
tions who had lost their freedom, of 
the homeless and the refugees. 

He loved us Jews with his whole 
noble soul, even though he did not al- 
ways understand us. After the White 
Paper was published, he publicly stated 
his regret in Parliament that the Jews 
confined themselves to protests and 
criticisms; and that while, as he said, 
good plans were being made in quiet 
for blowing up bridges, attacking Brit- 
ish army platoons and similar good 
ideas, it all ended with mere talk. We 
heard his words, and smiled. How 
could this fortunate son of a stable, 
free people, understand our scruples, 
our hesitancy, our fears and cares? For 
us the homeland was still, as the poet 
Mordecai Temkin said, “a spoonful of 
delight held gingerly in the hand.” Yet 
his very reproaches against a people 
whose back had been bent by centu- 
ries of exile only increased our love for 
the friend who treated us like free 
men and expected us to act like free 
men. 

When Wodgwood visited us in 
America for the second time, during 
the present war, he looked old and 
weak. It was after the terrible winter 
of the Nazi Blitz. With a quiet stoi- 
cism and gentle humor he told us of 
the suffering of England, and assured 
us that they were fully prepared to 
suffer for many years more until the 
final Victory. He spoke also about his 
five grandchildren then in America; 
and when he called them “my refugee 
grandchildren,” one sensed a certain 
satisfaction that it was granted to him 
and his family also to suffer that fate 
which had formerly been reserved only 
for the weakest of men and nations. 

When Wedgwood’s autobiography 
appeared a few years ago, it had a 
foreword by Winston Churchill in 
which the conservative Prime Minister 
saluted his “gallant friend” the Social- 
ist, in the warmest terms, as the em- 
bodiment of everything precious in 
the British tradition. Wedgwood’s 
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HUNTINGTON LODGE 


LAKE HUNTINGTON, N. Y 


DIRECT ON THE LAKE «+ FREE BOATING 
SOCIAL AND ATHLETIC ACTIVITIES 
DISTINCTIVE CUISINE °* MODERATE RATES 


“Where Vacation Days Are Happy Days” 








VINEYARD LODGE 


ULSTER PARK, N. Y. 


Charming, modern, 200-acre farm, producing for guests, vegetables, 


dairy products, eggs, poultry. American Jewish cuisine. Every 
comfort — handball, tennis, bicycling, sports, lake nearby; adults. 
Joseph Rosenthal. Kingston 659 J2; $25 week. 
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Free Boating and Bathing on Our Own Private Lake 
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for VACATION 


Relaxation Seekers 
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privacy, convenience to add to your 100 Pages © 25 Cents 
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N. Y. Tel. ALgonquin 4-0063 
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Reasonable Rates 
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PARADOX LAKE, N. Y. 
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PINE PARK HOTEL 
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Modern — charming — on 50-acre pine estate — overlooking Hudson, formerly 
millionaire's mansion. Swimming — fishing — tennis — baseball field. Bicycling 
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own sense of continuity and pride in 
tradition are best expressed by his fan- 
tasy of a dream conversation with the 
first of the Wedgwoods, the Prince of 
the Potters. To his ancestor, Wedg- 
wood reported: 

“We supply the finest china in the 
world, but only the Americans can 
now afford to buy. Indeed we live on 
them.” 

“America! Do you mean Franklin’s 
thirteen colonies?” 

“Surely! Do you remember writing: 
‘I thank my stars and Lord North that 
America is free, as one refuge from the 
iron hand of tyranny?’ They have been 
that refuge in war and peace.” 

“Wars! Do you still have wars?” 

“We have just finished killing a 
million English and about twelve mil- 
lion of others, Four of your issue fell, 
three Wedgwoods and a Darwin.” 

“A Darwin? Did Sukey marry Rob- 
ert then? I always hoped she would.” 

“Yes, and their son discovered truth 
and belongs to the ages.” 

“How so?” 

“The Darwins belong to the caste 
of science; we to the caste of potters.” 

“Are you too a potter?” 

“The chance did not come my way. 
My brother and son are now in Etru- 
ria. For the last twenty-four years 
Newcastle has sent me to Parliament.” 

“What, you sit by the grace of the 
Leveson - Gowers, the nominee of 
Trentham?” 

“Sir, you wrote in 1780: ‘Every 
member of the State must have a vote 
or be a slave.’ After a hundred years 
your Major Cartwright triumphed, and 
forty thousand electors sent me to 
Westminster. Trentham is pulled 
down.” 

“What are your politics?” 

“Yours, sir! Hatred of cruelty, in- 
justice and snobbery, and an undying 
love of freedom.” 

And Wedgwood closes, “Then I 
heard a voice say, ‘Carry on,’ and the 
Prince of Potters vanished.” 

For us Jews, too, Wedgwood was an 
embodiment of a tradition. He was 
England; that Britain which was the 
first to stand before the Hitler storm; 
the guardian of the humanist tradition 
against the assaults of the right and the 
left; the great promise of the peaceful 
reconstruction of our ruined social or- 
der; the England of the Balfour Dec- 
laration, whose best sons in peace and 
war have always reminded its rulers of 
the sanctity of promises and of loyalty 
to friends. The tradition which he rep- 
resented for us has not ended with him. 
But he himself, his courage and spirit, 
his word of cheer and smile of friend- 
ship will be sadly missed in the somber 
future that faces us. 

SHLOMO GRODZENSKY 
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In the Heart of the Bear Mountains, Only 43 Miles From New York 
SWIMMING e TENNIS e ALL OTHER SPORTS e ALL-GIRL BAND 
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THAN EVER 


You need the warmth and good- 
fellowship of this large fraternal 
organization, the added measure of 
security it affords you and your 
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einz Kester Beans 
Are Back Again! 





1, Filled with Energy 


2. Rich in Proteins 


3. Save Time, Work, Fuel 
4, A Perfect One-dish Meal 





ICH and tender and racily sauced, Heinz 
Kosher and Pareve Oven-Baked Beans are 
back on the American dinner table again! And 
in every last mouth-watering detail, they’re the 
same enticing morsels your family has long en- 
joyed... For they're still the honest-to-goodness 
oven-baked kind — glistening with a fragrant 
sauce blended from sun-ripened “aristocrat” 
tomatoes and heady spices! 
Ask for Heinz Oven-Baked Beans next timé you 
shop. They’re tailor-made for wartime menu 
needs, because they’re a one-dish meal that’s 
quick to fix, high in food value and packed with 
a tempting old-time flavor the whole family 
applauds. 


KOSHER —- PAREVE 


Heinz Vegetarian Oven-Baked Beans bear on the 

label the © seal of approval of the UNION OF 

ORTHODOX JEWISH CONGREGATIONS 
OF AMERICA. 
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one, Beans 








